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| The little leiſure the author had for the correction of the 


preſs, will, he hopes, plead his excuſe for ſeveral inac- 
curacies that appear in the foregoing work. However, 
the two following ones the reader is particularly deſired 


to amend. 
e inſtead of who is ſo excluſively ſtiled by the 
apoſtle Mx OWN PROPER HUSBAND,” r. WHOSE own. 
PROPER HUSBAND he is fo excluſively ſtiled by the 
apoſtle.” | 
p. 147, inſtead of women and children to too much, 
&c.” r. women and children too to much, &c.“ 


— — —— "T 
: | 


ts — 
Cay * 


— ry 


C4 o 
4 * : : 
=——_— 


% 7; . . 
- 


1 


Bleſſings of Polygamy, & * 


* 


Jan. 15, 181. 
Rev. and dear Sir, 


OWEVER exalted my ideas of 
friendſhip may be, (and I hope Id 
not exceed the language of humility, when 
J fay that I truſt what little I know of re- 
ligion has rather refined than diminiſbed 
them) however great and unalterable may 
be my regard for vou, a regard founded 
on many years experience of the real 
worth of the perſon on whom it is placed; 
however highly I may reſpect you as a man 
of abil'ties and a ſcholar ; above all, how- 
ever much I may honor and reverence you 
as a miniſter of that goſpel from” which 
alone we both look for ſalvation ; yet, 
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where truth is concerned, I muſt forego 


. 


every other conſideration, and ſay with one 


F 


Amicus Plato, Amicus Socrates, Magis 
Amica Veritas, 


But why ſhould I ſuppoſe I am acting 
contrary to friendſhip in thus publicly ad- 
dreſſing you on the ſubject of your late 
work? With pleaſure I call to mind the 
many happy ſeaſons we have had together, 
when ſpeaking of thoſe delightful themes 
which will afford matter of joy and praiſe 
to the redeemed throughout eternity, how 
often I have been quickened and edified 
by your Chriſtian converſation ; how often 
comforted and directed by your judicious 


and ſeaſonable advice ; whilſt on the other 
hand, you yourſelf have not diſdained to 


hearken to the words, and have not de- 
ſpiſed the counſel of a friend, though ſo 
much below you in every gift both of na- 
ture and of grace. Let me not therefore 
harbor the thought that I can forfeit your 
eſteem, becauſe I tell you with all that 


ſincerity and openneſs with which I have 
always: 


( 


The Bleſſings of Polyganiy, Gc. 7 
always been uſed to accoſt you, that I 
moſt cordially with your book entitled 
THELYPHTHORA, had never ſeen the light; 
as I am now moſt fully perſuaded of the 
fad truth of what TI told you in a private 
letter, when I earneſtly beſought you to 
ſuppreſs it, viz. That the doctrine it ad- 
| vances is totally repugnant to feripture, 
and is calculated to do irreparable miſchief - 
in the church of God, and to the world 
in general. Theſe in few words are my 
undiſguiſed ſentiments on your TREA- 
TISE ON FEMALE Ruin;” and yet I am 
4 fully perſuaded that your own intention 
in compiling and writing it was perfectly 
good, and that uprightneſs towards God, 
and benevolence towards multitudes of your 
poor miſerable fellow creatures, at once 
dictated your words and guided your pen. 


If any thing J may offer ſhould prove 
the means of convincing you how exceed- 
ingly you have erred from the truth, your 
wonted friendſhip will cauſe you to thank 
me; if you ſhould ſtill retain your opinion, 
the ſame friendſhip will at leaſt cauſe You 

LEG on to 


8 The Bleſſings of Polygamy, &c: 
to conclude that I mean well. In either cafe 
therefore, I hope there is nothing wrong 
in my undertaking; though I confeſs I have 
been long ſtruggling with myſelf, before I 
could reſolve thus publicly to take the field 
of controverſy againſt you: I truſt how- 
ever, that in this combat, I ſhall make uſe 
of no other ſword than that of the Spirit, 
which is the word of God [A], and then 
though (to uſe a familiar phraſe) I ſhould 
give you @ home thruſt, yet I doubt not but 
we ſhall make up the difference without a 
ſecond on either ſide, and agree together in 
this, That faithjul are the wounds of a 
friend [Bl. 1 


J am ſenſible it will afford a ſingular 
pleaſure to many, that we have thus entered 
the liſts together. But let ſuch unhappy 
perſons enjoy ſuch pleaſure. It is of no 
better ſort than that which the malice of 
Satan excites, or rather it is that which 
excites Satan himſelf, when he can cauſe 
Judab to vex Ephraim, or Ephraim Fudab. 
But it 1s a melancholy confideration that 


\ 


FA] Eph. vi. 27. [B] Prov. xxvii. 6. 
What 


The Bleſſings of Polygamy, &c. 9 
what will afford matter of malicious glee 
to the children of the wicked one, will 


prove the cauſe of heart-felt grief to the 
children of light. 


Still truth is truth, and muſt not be 
given up, though Paul ſhould withſtand 
Feter, or though Paul and Barnabas ſhould 

ſeparate through the ſharpneſs of the con- 
tention between them. But I mention 
this by way of argument and allufion, not 
by way of compariſon, at leaſt ſo far as I 
myſelf am concerned. | 


I ſhall not attempt to follow you page 
by page, but at once lay the ax to the root, 
by ſtriking at the foundation of what I look 
upon to be the leading principle or corner- 
ftone on which you build the doarine of 
Polygamy, viz. That if God allowed a 
plurality of wives to his people under the 
Old Teſtament, he cannot have forbidden 


it to Chriſtians under the New.” This 


idea the erroneouſneſs of which I ſhall en- 
deavor to prove in various undeniable in- 
ſtances, has led you to offer the greateſt 

B 3 violence 


* 3 
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violence to almoſt every text of ſcripture 
you have produced from the goſpels and 
epiſtles. Yet I bear you witneſs, that you 
have done this, not becauſe you were un- 
willing to admit the divine teſtimony, but 
upon ſuppoſition that, you were making the 


{cripture conſiſtent with itſelf, in order to 


prove the uniſon and harmony which ſubſiſt 
between the Old and New Teſtament. 


We will readily admit that Chriſt came 
not to deſtroy the law ; not to ſet up any 
new rule of conduct, any remedial law, 
or any more pure ſyſtem of morals than that 
which was before revealed by God in the 
ten commandments. So far from it, he 
came to fulfill the law, to magnify and make 
if honorable, to reſtore it to its original 
perfection, and to remove the falſe gloſſes 
which the ſcribes and phariſees had put 
upon it; to bring back the laws relative to 
marriage and divorce to their original and 
primitive inſtitution. Nor do I at all diſ- 
ſent from you in believing that all thoſe 
parts of the ceremonial law, and of the 
Jewiſh polity which are of moral intend- 

ment, 


The Bleſſings of Polygamy, &c. 11 
ment, are and muſt be of eternal obliga- 
tion; © unleſs God be pleaſed either to 
repeal theſe laws, or to give any other in 
their ſtead, as his infinite wiſdom ſees 
good.“ Obſerve, I lay an uncommon em- 
phaſis on theſe words, and therefore I re- 
peat them. Unleſs God be pleaſed ei- 
ther to repeal theſe laws, or to give any 
other in their ſtead, as his infinite wiſdom 
ſees good.“ Which he certainly has a 
right to do, and frequently (as we ſhall 
ſoon make appear) Vas done, without the 
leaſt impeachment of his own moral cha- 
racer, or without the leaſt change in his 
own nature; foraſmuch as the one grand 
deſign which he ever has in view, and in 
which he is without variableneſs or ſhadow 
of turning, 1s his own glory, and the good 


of his church and people. 


I would not from hence be underſtood 
to infinuate that Polygamy was ever a part 
of the law of God. On the contrary, there 

is no command whatever which enjoins it, 
or even leans towards it, throughout the 
Whole Bible. No, not in any cafe what- 
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12 The Bleſjngs of Polygamy, &c. 

ever. Not even when a man had no iflue 
by a firſt wife, or though he were joined 
to a woman of the haughty and refractory 


diſpefition of a Vaſbti [C]. Yet to men un- 


married God himſelf frequently condeſcends 
to give directions for the choice of a wife, 
as he did by an immediate anſwer to the 
prayer of Abraham's ſervant when he ob- 
tained Rebecca for Iſaac. So throughout 


the whole book of Proverhs, there are va- 


rious inſtructions for the choice of a wife, 


[O] A very amiable and ſenſible lady one of the 
beſt of wives, and beſt of mothers, made the following 
remark to me on the note in the firſt vol. of Mr. Ma- 
dan's Treatiſe, p. 182—* I do not perceive (ſaid ſhe) 
that queen Vaſhti did any thing unbecoming a good 


and an obedient wife, in not coming to the feaſt at 


king Ahaſuerus's command; fo far from it, that fear 
of expoſing her huſband ſeems to have been the mo- 
tive of her refuſal; for it is expreſsly ſaid, that the 
king's heart was then merry with wine, and the very 
meſſage itſelf ſhewed, that ſhe was ſent for that he and 
his gueits might lot on ber beauty ; fo that the modeſty 
of the queen might well be ſhocked on the occaſion, 
and the had great reaſon to fear, leſt had ſhe at this 
ume preſented herſelf to this royal but intoxicated aſ- 
iembiy, the conſequences of her coming would have 
been much worſe, than of her Raying away.” 


with 


The Bleſſings of Polygamy, Se. 13 
with the higheſt commendations of a good 
one, and the dreadful lot and condition of 
the poor man who has the plague and tor- 
ment of a bad one. Yet throughout the 
whole, God ſpeaks in the ſingular number 
(wife) and never in the plural (ves). 
Nay there is one paſſage, which if we give 
the words their plain, eaſy ſcope, (and I 
ſhail not attempt to twiſt or darken them 
by any interpretation of my own) will near- 
ly amount to a poſitive injunction of Mono- 
gamy [Di, and conſequently to a direct pro- 
hibition of Polygamy. The words are theſe, 
Drank waters out of thine own ciſtern ; and 
running waters out of thine own well, Let 
not E] thy fountains be diſperſed abroad, and 


ri vers 


[D] For the benefit of the plain Engliſh reader I ob- 
ſerve once for all, that Monogamy means the mar- 
rying or having only one wife at a time. Bigamy 
means having two wires at a time, and Polygamy 
(which Mr. Madan chiefly defends) having many 
wives at a time. | 


[E] Though I muſt confeſs myſelf to be no He- 
bræan, yet a friend of mine who has a critical know- 
ledge of that language, aſſures me on the authority of 
the learned Mr. Nennicot, that this word (not) ſtands 

in 


14 The Bleſſings of Polygamy, &c., 

rivers of waters in the flreets, Let them be 
only thine own and not ſtrangers with thee: 
Let thy fountain be bleſſed, and. rejoice with 
the wife of thy youth. Let her be as the 
loving bind, and pleaſant roe ; let her breaſts 
ſatisfy thee AT ALL TIMES, and be thou ra- 
wiſhed always with her love [Fl. 

But it is not my deſign in this place to 
produce texts of ſcripture againſt the doc- | 
trine of Polygamy. All I would inſiſt 
upon 1s, that there never was any poſitive / 
command of God which enjoined it, and 
that therefore it never was any part of the 
divine law. That he permitted it, either 
for the reaſons that he permitted bills of 
divorcement to be given, or to prevent the 


in ſome manuſcripts; and indeed there is no making 
good ſenſe of the paſſage without it; but on the con- 
trary, it appears to be a contradiction of what goes 
before and what follows after, and the omiſſion of it 
is exactly of the ſame kind, as you tell us the printer 
was guilty of, whom archbiſhop Laud fined ſo heavily 
in the ſtar-chamber for leaving the ſame word [not] 
out of the ſeventh commandment. ; 
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Jews, 


The Bleſſings of Polygamy, &c. 15 
Jews, who were a particular and diſtinct 
people, from intermarrying with idolatrous 
nations, is not to be controverted ; and 
that he bleſſed the perſons and heard the 
prayers of his own people who practiſed it, 
and did not illegitimatize the offspring of 
thoſe polygamous marriages is alſo paſt diſ- 
pute. Still ſufferance is no law, even at 
the time it is granted; (elſe we make God 
the author of all fin, ſince no ſin could 
have exiſted without his permiſſion) much 
leſs ought it to be extended and conſtrued 
as a law to after ages and people under dif- 
ferent diſpenſations, and different circum- 
ſtances. I will not, however, reſt the iſſue 
on the diſtinction between a permiſſion and a 
command; IJ will even ſuppoſe (though I 
cannot allow what never appears to have 
been the caſe) that God under the Old 
Teſtament ordained certain laws in favor 
of Polygamy. Still he who ordained thoſe 
laws had an equal right to change or abro- 
gate them as he thought fit and meet: and 
as his holy and ſovereign will is the only 
rule of right and wrong, I ſhall now prove 
by ſeyeral undeniable inſtances that what 
| 18 
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is agreeable to the mind of God at one time, | 
and even matter of duty in his creatures to 
comply with, may at another time be ab- 
folutely wrong and ſinful. E 


The fr inſtance I bring ſhall be 
adduced from that almoſt original com- 
mand of God. Be jruitful and multiply 
[G]. Now it is moſt certain that this 
command mult have been fulfilled by the 
marriages. of nearelt relations at the time it 
was given, and for ſeveral years afterwards, 
as allo immediately after Noah's flood ; and 
this without any fin whatever in the perſons 
ſo marrying; but when the world was 
peopled and the reaſon for ſuch marriages- 
no longer ſubfiſted, then God forbad chem 
both to Jews and Gentiles as unlawful, 
wicked, and inceſtuous. But if we were 
to adopt your grand argument in defence 
of Polygamy on this occaſion, then we muſt 
ſay, that God himſelf having inſtituted 
or permitted an inceſtuous intercourſe 
among the immediate deſcendants of Adam 
2nd Eve and of the generations of Noah, 


G. Gen. 1. 28. 


unde: 


The Bleſſings of Polygamy, Cc. 17 
under that great primeval command in- 
creaſe and multiply, and having bleſſed the 
perſons and heard the prayers of thoſe who 
practiſed it, and having adopted their iſſue 
as legitimate, therefore inceſtuous marriages 
can never be ſinful under the goſpel, and 
he who preſumes to ſay that a brother may 
not now lawfully marry his own ſiſter, 
attempts to be wiſer than Jehovah himſelf, 
adopts the principles of Mahomet, Cerin- 
thus, and Socinus, and in fact ſets God and 
his Son Jeſus Chriſt at variance with each 
other.” How nearly. this is your own 
language upon much more ſlender proof 
of what you have advanced, let thoſe who 
have read your book judge. | 


The ſecond inſtance I mention in proof 
of what I have faid, ſhall be taken from 
the alteration of the fabbath. For the ſe- 
venth day God refted from all the work 
which he had made, and he bleſſed and fance 

tified it [II]. 


II Gen. ii. 2. 
In 


16 The Bleſſings of Polygamy, &c. 

In Sonſormity with this early inſtitution 
of the ſabbath as a day of reſt, the anci- 
ent people of God the jews, obſerved and 
hallowed the ſeventh day with the moſt ri- 
gid ſeverity, and you yourſelf bring ſome 
terrible examples of God's jealouſy over 
this law of the ſabbath, as contained in the 
fourth commandment, and of his indigna- 
tion againſt the breakers of it ; particularly 
in the fearful caſe of the man who was or- 


dered to be toned to death for gathering a 
few ſticks on the ſabbath day [I].—But 


he <who 1s tz Lord.o 7 abbath, has thought | 


fit to change his own inſtitution ; and the 
day on which he roſe from the dead, viz. 
the firſt day of the week, is now the great 
Chriftian ſabbath, as the ſeventh day was 
that of the Jews. Whether the Jewiſh 


ſabbath were or were not typical of the 


Chriſtian ſabbath, has nothing to do with 
the preſent queſtion. The ſabbath day is. 
plainly changed. A poor man may now as 
lawfully gather his ſticks on a Saturday as 
on any other day, and none but a Jew or a 


[1] N umb. xv. 22," 33, Kc. | 
Sabba- 


The Bleſings of Polygamy, Sc. 19 
Sabbatarian would deny him the priviledge. 
Nay even if he were to do it on a Sunday, 
eſpecially for any neceſſary purpoſe, I can- 
not ſuppoſe that the rigor of the inſtitu- 
tion of the ſabbath ſo far ſubſiſts, as that 
he would thereby incur the wrath of God, 
any more than by kindling a fire for pre- 
paring his neceſſary food on the ſabbath day, 
which however was poſitively forbidden 
under the Moſaic diſpenſation. 


In the 74rd inſtance I bring I ſhall go 
farther, and ſhew that God under ſome 
particular circumſtances abſolutely com- 
manded that to be done as an indiſpenſible 
duty, which under others he has abſo- 
lutely forbid as a moſt atrocious crime, 
and backed both his command and his 
prohibition by the ſevereſt penalties, and 
this was in the caſe of marrying a brother's 
wife after the death of the brother. Who- 
ſoever did this under the Levitical law, 
committed an act of fin and of uncleanneſs, 
and the curſe of barrenneſs was pro- 
nounced againſt the woman with whom 
he was guilty, as it ſtands, Lev. . 

# 


| 20 The Blefſmgs of Polygamy, &c: | 
If a man ſhall take his brother's wife, it 15 
an unclean thing: he hath uncovered his 
brother's nakedneſs, they ſhall be childleſs: 
But if the elder brother died without iflue, 
then it became a duty abſolutely incum- 
bent on the next brother to marry the wi- 
dow, and to raiſe up ſeed unto his brother, 


and the diſobedience to this law was pu- 
niſhed with death in the caſe of Onan [KI. 
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The Fourth inſtance I produce is from 
1 Ezra's exhortation to the people and to the 
Cl prieſts to put away their ſtrange wives [L}, 
1 I 5 which no doubt he did by the direction, 
1 or at leaſt by the full approbation of God 
W himſelf, for the order was given immedi- 
| ately after he had addreſſed God in the moſt 
= !. ſolemn manner by confeſſion, humiliation, 
1 and prayer. Yet from the very firſt inſti- 
"it *tution of marriage, thoſe whom God had 
| | Joined together, no man could put aſunder. 
| And when any man and a virgin had be- 
| | | come one fleſh (according to your own 
| | | 


ll | | DK] Gen. xxxvüi. 8, 9, 10. 


|| | | [L] Ezra. x. 1, 2, &c. throughout. 
| | 5 inter- 


{ure IEG, <4 


—— — — . — 2 2— — 
ny * 
a 


* 
r — — — | — — — — 8 pr, Fer 
2 <a > * 


— 8 4 as 
„ 
2 


| —_ 
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interpretation of the text, Deut. xxii. 28, 
29.) He could not put ber away ALL HIS 
DAYS, ſeeing be had humbled her. You 
will ſay, that this command of Ezra re- 
ſpected idolatrous wives and ſuch only, and 
therefore theſe marriages were void ab initio. | 
J will grant your aſſertion, but then you | 
cannot abide by it yourſelf without throw= 
ing down the grand pillar which ſapports i 
your doctrine of Polygamy; viz. that when p 
any man whatever has become one fleſh 
with any maid or virgin, this union 1s an 
abſolute marriage in the ſight of God: He 
cannot put her away all his days, ſeeing he 
hath humbled her. I ſay therefore, you muſt 
either raze one of the principal foundation 
ſtones on which you build the doctrine of 
Polygamy ; or otherwiſe, you muſt allow 
the truth of what I am attempting to 
prove, viz. that under particular caſes and 
circumſtances, God frequently permits and 
allows that, which under different caſes and 
_ circumſtances he difallows and forbids, and 
vice verſa ; ſtill having nothing in view but 
his own glory and the good of his creatures 
js 6 | „ 
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22 The Bl:ffings of Polygamy, &c. 

ſo that he ever remains unimpeachable in 
his character of the God which changeth 
not, the ſame under the law, as under the 


goſpel; the ſame yeſterday, to day, and for 


Der. 


F ifthly, Under the Jewiſh law bills of 
divorcement for other cauſes than adultery 
were permitted : by which the wife was 
diſmiſſed from the houſe ; and had liberty 
to marry another man; in which caſe, ſhe 
could not return again to her firſt huſband, 
Deut. xxiv. 1, 2, &c. [M. But theſe di- 


VOTICCS 


[M] The words in our tranſlation are juſt as follow, 
When a man hath taken a wife and married her, and 
it come to paſs that ſhe find no favor in his eyes, be- 
cauſe he hath found ſome uncleanneſs in her: then 
let him write her a bill of divorcement, and give it in 
her hand, and ſend her out of his houſe. 

And when the is departed out of his houſe, ſhe 
may go and be another man's wife. 

And if the latter huſband hate her, and write ber 

a bill of divorcement, and giveth it in her hand, and 

ſendeth her out of his houſe ; or if the latter huſband 
die, which took her #9 be his wife; 


Her 


The Bleffings of Polygamy, GS. 23 
vorces were pronounced abſolutely unlaw=s 
ful by Chriſt himſelf under the goſpel ; 
and whoſoever put away his wife, and mar- 
tied another was deemed an adulterer ; as 
was allo the man who married her that was 
put away. This is clear from our Lord's 
own words to the phariſees when aſking 
him of this matter. Moyes becauſe of the 
hardneſs of your hearts ſuffered you to put 
away your wives : but from the beginning it 
was not ſo. And T ſay unto you, whoſoever 
fall put away his wife, except it be for 
fornication, and ſhall marry another, com- 
mitteth adultery: and whoſo marrieth her 
which 1s put away doth commit adultery [N]. 


As I ſhall have occafion in the ſequel 
to conſider this important ſcripture more 
at large, I ſhall only at preſent make ſome 
animadverſions on a diſtinction which you 


Her former huſband which ſent her away, may not 
take her again to be his wife, after that ſhe is defiled : 
for that is abomination before the Loxp, and thou 
ſhalt not cauſe the land to fin, which the Loxp thy 
God giveth thee for an inheritance. ver. 1, 2; 3, 4. 


IN] Matt. xix. 8, 9. 
S endeavor 
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24 The Bleſſings of Polygamy, Sc. 
endeavor for obvious reaſons to eſtabliſh 
between the permiſſion of Moſes, and the 
permiſſion of God himſelf in this matter 
of divorce. It is true indeed, our Lord 
ſays, Moſes ſuffered you,” but are we 
from thence to ſuppoſe, that God connived 
at what was ſinful, becauſe he either could. 
not or would not thwart the will and 
pleaſure of Moſes ? Is all ſcripture given 
by inſpiration of God, or is it not? Did 
holy men of old ſpeak as they were moved 
by the Holy Ghoſt, or did they not? Was 
Moſes the vicegerent and legiſlator of God, 
or was he not? In a word, did he a& by his 
own authority [O] or by that of Jehovals 
himſelf? I muſt certainly conclude that 
what was permitted or enjoined by the will of 
Moſes, was permitted and enjoined by the 
will of God; and that to talk of Moſes 


. fuffering a thing to be done which God did 


not ſuffer, is to ſet God and his own law- 


[O] My friend has ame ventured to affert this, if 
not quite. His words are theſe The only in- 
ſtance in which Moſes acted by his on authority 
was in the matter of divorce.“ 


giver 
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giver (or rather the executor of his own 
law) at abſolute variance. Our Lord ſays, 
Did not Moſes give you the law, and yet 
none of you keepeth the law? Are we there- 
fore to conclude, that Moſes gave the 
whole law by his own authority? We 
have juſt as much reaſon to do ſo, as to 
| ſuppoſe that he gave one jot or tittle of it 
by his own authority, whether we diſtin- 
guiſh it by moral, cerernonial, or judicial. 
But what puts the matter beyond all diſpute, 
is, that the whole of the divine law, in the 
very midſt of which ſtands the paſſage in 
queſtion, is uſhered in with the greateſt 
ſolemnity, as containing the mind and will 
of God himſelf, delivered to his ſervant 
Moſes, who it is ſaid, was Faithful in all 
things, for the uſe of the people over whom 
he was appointed. And the concluſion of 
it is ſummed up in the following moſt 
ſtriking words. This day THE LORD 
THY GOD HATH COMMANDED 
THEE to do theſe flatutes and judgments : 
thou ſhalt therefore keep and do them with all 
thine heart, and with all thy ſoul, 


C3 It 


26 The Bleſings of Polygamy, Se. 
It is therefore paſt all doubt, that the 
law of God, and the law of Moſes, in every 
jota and punctilio, were one and the ſame ; 
and that Moſes in no caſe whatever ſuffered 
any thing which the divine will did not 
authoriſe him to ſuffer: Moſes could no 
more have permitted the cuſtom of writing 
a bill of divorcement, than he could have 
ſuffered the divorced woman, who had 
been defiled by another man, to return to. 
her firſt huſband, which he by the very 

ſame authority which enjoined every other 
part of the law, ſtrictly prohibits in the 
following words: And if the latter huſband 
Hate her, and write her a bill of divorce- 
ment, and giveth it in her hand, and ſendeth 
ber out of his houſe ; or if the latter huſband 
die, WHICH took her to be fits wife, Her for- 
mer huſband which ſent her away, may not 
rake her again to be his wife, after that ſhe 
ic defiled; for that is abomination before the 
Lord: and thou ſhalt not cauſe the land tg 
fin, which the Lord thy God giveth thee for 

an inheritance, Deut. xxiv. 4, 5— | 


I con- 
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The Bliſings of Polygamy, &c. 27 

I conclude all I have to offer on this 
head, by remarking, that when our Lord 
ſays, Moſes becauſe of the hardneſs of your 
hearts ſuffered you to put away your Wives, 
it is juſt the ſame as if he had ſaid, Be- 
cauſe of the hardnets of your hearts this 
.cuſtom was ſuffered by the law of Moſes ;” 
but to ſuppoſe that Moſes permitted it in- 
dependent of God's authority, is to ſuppoſe 
that though God by his own infinite wiſ- 
dom framed one part of the law himſelf, 
yet ſome inconveniences occurring relative 
to the laws of marriage, which he was not 
at firſt aware of, he left it to Moſes to 
make the beſt of a bad bargain, and to get 
the people out of the ſcrape as well as he 
could. Beſides, if diſtinctions of this ſort 
are once ſet up, in order to countenance any 
favorite opinion, we are not to wonder, if 
the words of Paul or Peter, or James or 
John, be thought of leſs conſequence than 
the words of Chriſt; which would ſoon 
make way for the introduction of every abo- 
minable and peſtilent hereſy ; as we know 
it already has done among many, who talk _ 
of the authority of the four goſpels, in a 


* 
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ſtrain as if they were to be regarded with 
higher veneration than the reſt of the in- 
ſpired writings. 


Where it ſuits your own purpoſe, vou | 


k find fault with biſhop Patrick, for ſaying, 
% Moſes himſelf ſuppoſes as much; 


which you obſerye, looks as if Moſes 
was ſpeaking by his own wiſdom ;” which 
the biſhop did not at all mean to infer. 


But where it militates againſt your plan, 


and the biſhop ſays, that ** divorce (under 
the law) was allowed of God,” there you 
t af the liberty to obſerve, that it is beſt 
to keep to the expreſſion of ſcripture, and 
that our bleſſed Saviour does not ſay, that 
Gd allowed divorce, but Moſes allowed or 


permitted it.” However in both caſes, the 


biſhop ſpeaks on the ſuppoſition that what 
the legiſlator permitted, the Lawgiver had 
authorized, and that God and his law 
were in perfect unÞÞn. 


> 


Before I quit this ſubject I ſhall only 
obſerve, that the divorced wives here, were 


not idolatrous wives, and yet they were 
ſuffered 


The Bleſſings of Polygamy, &. 29 
| ſuffered to be put away, and even to marry 
another man, Jiving the firſt huſband ; 
which is a full anſwer to your objection 
concerning the command given by Ezra to 
the people to put away their //range wives. 
The fame may be ſaid of that paſlage, 
Exod. xxi. 10. If be take him another wife ; 
ber food, her raiment, and ber duty, o mar- 
riage ſhall he not diminiſp.—Moſes is here 
ſpeaking of the very particular caſe of a 
man who ſhould ſell his daughter to be a 
maid ſervant with a maſter who humbled 
her, or as it ſtands in the text, who dealt 
aeceitfully with her.—And yet though he 
had been one fleſh with her, God gave him 
liberty to put her away F /be pleaſed him 
not, and to marry another. — Whatever this 
ſcripture may prove for you, it certainly 
proves this againſt you, viz. That the law, 
which declared that where à man enticed a 
maid, and lay with her, he might not put 
ber away all his days, was not in all caſes 
invariable; yet this is one of the principal 
texts on which you ground the doctrine 
of Polygamy, and argue in defence of it 
from the invariable nature of the law of 

- 2 God. 
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30 The Bleſjings of Polygamy, &c. 

But your grand miſtake ſeems to 
lie in confounding the moral, with the ju- 
dicial law, and in not perceiving that the 
latter, though blended with many excellent 
moral inſtitutions, cannot poſſibly ſubſiſt, 
neither was intended to ſubſiſt in any 
other nation than that peculiar one for 
whoſe uſe it was framed. Such were 
the laws relative to theft, reſtitution, 
damages, treſpaſſes in caſes of truſt, uſury, 


witchcraft, oppreſſing of ſtrangers, bribes, 
puniſhment of ſervants, &c. &c. &c. 


which are mentioned in the 22d and 2 3d 


chapters of Exodus, as well as in the book 


of Deuteronomy, and particularly the law 
of retaliation, which has ſo much in it of 
moral intendment, that a late writer in a 
pamphlet intitled A Letter to the New 
Parliament,” ſeems almoſt as anxious for its 
revival, as my friend Mr. Madan is for the 
revival of Polygamy, and endeavors to prove 
that our Saviour never meant to aboliſh it. 
Yet there is no reaſon to doubt from our 
Lord's own authority, Matt. v. 38, 39, 
that this law is now ſuperſeded for that 

| | | maore 


The Bleſſings of Polygamy, &c. 3r 
more benign and evangelical ſyſtem which 
enjoins us to return good for evil. 


Other inſtances might be brought, but 
let theſe ſuffice : and indeed I think if I 
had mentioned only one of them, that one 
would have been ſufficient to eſtabliſh my 


poſition, that God conſiſtent with his own 


invariable nature and attributes, may, and 
does frequently permit, and even ordain 
that to be done, under ſome caſes and cir- 
cumſtances, which under others he abſo- 


lutely forbids as wrong and ſinful. That 


therefore, notwithſtanding he may have 


allowed and did allow Polygamy to have 
been practiced by his on people under 
the law, (though he never gave the leaſt 
ſhadow of a command for it), in order to 
preſerve them as a peculiar people and 
diſtin& nation, and to fulfil his royal-pro- 
miſe, that they ſhould be as the ſtars of hea- 
ven for multitude [P]; yet theſe ends be- 

ing 


[P] It is a maxim founded on truth and on gene- 
ral experience, that the ſame cuſtoms in one country 


may have a quite different effect in another, acgord- 


ing 
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32 The Bleſſings of Polygamy, &e. 
ing now anſwered, God under the goſpel, 
has been pleaſed to reduce the laws of 
marriage to their original inſtitution, when 
he brought the firſt woman to the firſt man, 


and commanded that a man from thence- 


forth ſhould leave his father and his mo- 
ther, and ſhould cleave unto his wife, and 


they twain ſhould be one fleſh ; upon which 


ing to the different laws, genius, and circumſtances of 
the people, and according to the different ages of the 
world in which they live, Upon which account, 
though Polygamy may have been friendly to popula- 
tion among the Jews, and might without much in- 
convenience ſubſiſt with their political government, 
yet it would certainly have a very different effe& in 
the preſent period among profeſſors of Chriſtianity, 
and even among the modern Jews, as well as be at- 
tended with a lang chain of evils, of which the Iſra- 
elites of our day ſeem fully ſenſible, by having given 
up the practice of Polygamy, and by contenting them - 
ſelves with one wife. And indeed, when our Lord 
himſelf firſt made his appearance upon earth, a Poly- 
gamiſt was ſcarcely to be found amongſt the Jews; 
which is a very ſufficient reaſon, why in his public 
miniſtrations he gave no particular commands to his 
hearers % put away all their wives except one, when 
perhaps not one of thoſe hearers who received his 
teſtimony, had any more wives than one to put 
away. | | 


account 
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account Polygamy is ſo far from being al- 
lowed under the New Teſtament, that it 
ranks under the general name of adultery, 
as I ſhall endeavor to evince, by reſtoring 
ſeveral paſſages of holy writ to their plain 
eaſy natural ſenſe, which I am heartily con- 
cerned to avow, have been dreadfully ob- 
ſcured and miſinterpreted by the forced 
conſtruction you have put upon them; 
but before I do this, I ſhall ſpeak of the 
very dreadful and ſhocking conſequences 
which muſt inevitably attend the oltnbliihy 
ment of your plan. 5 


Tux Jews (as I before obſerved) being 

2 diſtinct people, and ſeparated by the na- 
ture of their laws and worſhip from all 
other nations under heaven, their great 
Lawgiver in his directions given to Moſes, 
to ſuited their laws and government to 
their peculiar fituation, and their ſituation 
to their laws and government, that theſe 
laws were enforced without any other dif- 
ficulty than what the refractory diſpoſition 
of that people ſometimes occaſioned, 
though in general they ſubmitted them- 
ſelves 


34 The Ble Ange of Pohgany. Gee. 
ſelves peaceably to the deciſions of Moſes, 
and were unanimous in ſuffering thoſe pe- 
nalties and puniſhments to be inflicted eon 
offenders which their laws enjoined ; and 
when they were not ſo, God in a miracu- 
lous manner frequently interpoſed to the 
deſtruction of the diſobedient. As they 
were under a particular inſtitution by their 
judicial law in other reſpects, fo they were 
in matters relative to marriage, divorce, 
ſeduction, whoredom, adultery, &c. not 
that the nature of theſe could at all alter, 
or that be ſinful or not ſinful in a Jew 
which was not the ſame in another perſon, 
but there were certain temporal puniſh- 
ments annexed to the breach of theſe laws, 
which did not ſubſiſt among other nations, 
and alſo certain miraculous methods of 
trying and detecting the guilty, which were 
only known among themſelves.— Such was 


e law of Jealouſy Q] to diſcover the un- 
ö faithfulneſs 


[QI Numb: v. 14. And if the ſpirit of jealouſy come 
upon him, and he be jealous of his wife, and ſhe be 
defiled; or if the ſpirit of jealouſy come upon him, 
aud ye be jealous of his wife, and ſhe be not defiled: 
15 Then 
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faithfulneſs of a wife. And ſomewhat 


a-kin to it, rg not to be called mira- 
culous) 


15 Then ſhall the man bring his wife unto the 
prieſt, and he ſhall bring her offering for her, the 

tenth part of an ephah of barley-meal ; he ſhall pour 
no oil upon it, nor put frankincenſe thereon, for it is 
an offering of jealouſy, an offering of memorial; 
bringing iniquity to remembrance, 

16 And the prieſt ſhall bring her near, and ſet der 
before the Lord. 

17 And the prieſt ſhall take holy water in an 
earthen veſſel, and of the duſt that is in the floor of 
the tabernacle the prieſt ſhall vey and put it into the 


water. 
18 And the prieſt ſhall fo the wornan before the 


Lord, and uncover the woman's head, and put the 
offering of memorial in her hands, which 7s the jea- 
louſy-offering : and the prieſt ſhall have in his hand 
the bitter water that cauſeth the curſe. 

19 And the prieſt ſhall charge her by an oath, and 
fay unto the woman, If no man have lien with thee, 
and if thou haſt not gone aſide to uncleanneſs with 
another inſtead of thy huſband, be thou free froni this | 
bitter water that cauſeth the curſe : 

20 But if thou haſt gone aſide ts another inſtead of 
thy huſband, and if thou be defiled, and ſome man 
hath lien with thee beſide thine huſband : 

21 Then the prieſt ſhatl charge the woman with 


an oath of — and the prieſt ſhall ſay unto the 
Woman, 
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culous) was the cloth of virginity, whete= 


by to make known the reality of a 
maid [R]. 


woman, The Lord make thee a curſe and an oath 
among thy people, when the Lord doth make thy 
thigh to rot, and thy belly to ſwell ; 

22 And this water that cauſeth the curſe ſhall 80 
into thy bowels, to make thy belly to ſwell, and thy 
thigh to rot: And the woman ſhall ſay, Amen, 
Amen. 

23 And the orieſt ſhall write theſe cube in 2 
book, and he ſhall blot hem out with the bitter 
water. 

24 And he ſhall cauſe the woman to drink the 
bitter water that cauſeth the curſe ; and the water 
that cauſeth the curſe ſhall enter into her, and become 
bitter. 

25 Then the prieſt ſhall take the jealouſy-offering 
put of the woman's hand, and ſhall wave the offer- 
ing before the Lord, and offer it upon the altar. 
26 And the prieſt ſhall take an handful of the offer- 
ing, even the memorial thereof, and burn it upon the 
altar, and afterward ſhall cauſe the woman to in 
the water. 

27 And when he hath made her to drink the wa- 
ter, then it ſhall come to paſs that if ſhe be defiled, 
and have done treſpaſs againſt her huſband ; that the 
water that cauſeth the curſe ſhall enter into her and 
become bitter, and her belly ſhall ſwell, and her thigh 
ſhall 
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maid [R)]. But as theſe laws now no 
longer ſubſiſt, and evidently ended with 
the whole external Jewiſh policy, How 


would it be poſſible to adopt your ſyſtem 
among Chriſtians in the preſent day, ſo far 
only as the knowledge of virginity is con- 
cerned, —Suppoſe any artful woman who 


had a mind to marry ſome rich or great man, 


were to complain to any magiſtrate, or in any 


court of law, that he had enticed ber and 


humbled her, and therefore ſhe had a claim 
hi _ to $ make ow his wife; ſuppoſe. 


ſhall rot: 8 the woman mall +: a curſe among her 5 


People. 


then ſhe ſhall be free, and ſha!l conceive ſeed. 


29 This is the law of jealouſies, when a wife goeth 


aſide to another inſtead of her huſband and is defiled ; 
30 Or when the ſpirit of jealouſy cometh upon 
him, and he be jealous over his wife, and ſhall ſet 
the woman before the Lord, and the prieſt ſhall exe- 
cute upon her all this law. 
31 Then ſhall the man be guiltleſs from gute 
and this woman ſhall bear her inn 


IR] See this alſo expreſſed at large Deut. xxii, 
ver, 13 to 22. 


399 
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28 And if the woman . not n but be lent : 


. 
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twenty more were to do the ſame; how. 
could the poor man help himſelf upon your 
plan? He muſt marry them all, and pro- 
vide for them all, ſceing be hath humblea, 
them, be may not put them away all his days. 


Again, let it be ſuppoſed, that any laſ- 
civious man who was tired of his firſt wife, 
hankæred after variety, and withed to take 
another, or two, or three, or four, (for. 
your doctrine allows of no limitation) he 
has nothing to do but to walk about a e- 
ſeeking, make his propoſals wherever luſt 
and inconſtancy ſhall ſuggeſt, and if the 
woman conſent, neither he nor ſhe com- 
mit any ſin ; ſhe has given herſelf up to the. 
man of ber choice, who has humbled her, 
and therefore they are man and wife in the 
ſiglit of God, without any marriage cere- 
mony whatever.—But he may not put her 
away all his days, and he muſt provide for 
her——But ſuppoſe he is poor and cannot 
provide for her [S]; ſtill he may not put 

her 


Is! T am = nd with a worthy good man, 
Who 1 in the honeſty and integrity of his heart; having 
\ been 


r 
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her away, ſo he and his wives muſt ſtarve 


together, though moſt women in ſuch a 


predicament it is to be preſumed, would 
fally forth into the ſtreets and ſupply their 
wants by proſtitution, eſpecially as nothing 
could be expected at home but quarrels, 
jealouſies, and brawlings among the reſt 
of the females, and at beſt, diſſatisfied 


looks from a nauſeated huſband : Sc that 


if our ſtreets abound with proſtitutes and 
our ſtews with harlots at preſent, were 
your ſyſtem to be univerſally adopted, 
London for its filthineſs would ſoon ſurpaſs 
even Corinth itſelf, where Polygamy was 
practiſed without reſtraint, and where we 


have your own authority to aſſert that in 


the temple of Venus alone there were 
1000, if not 2000 common whores. 


Even among the Jews themſelves who 
were curbed by ſuch ſevere laws, what 
difficulties attended the practice of Poly- 


been led away by the ſpecious reaſonings of Thelyp/- 
thora, ſeriouſly meditated a defign of abridging the 


book 1 give away among the poor. 
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gamy in the moſt regular and religious fa- 
milies! Witneſs the tyrannical authority 
of Sarah over Hagar, in the family of 
Abraham. — The diſputes between Rachel 
and Leah in the family of Jacob; and the 
vexatious and taunting behavior of Penni- 
nah towards Hannah, in the family of El- 
kanah. 


Is the caſe a whit better among the 
Mahometans, where Polygamy is eſtabliſhed 
by law [T'], than it was among the Jews. 

2 To 


[IT] Your obſervation that the prohibition of Po- 
lygamy hinders the Turks from embracing Chriſti- 
anity, only proves, That the religion of Jeſus Chriſt 
is far too pure and ſpiritual for the vitiated palate 
of a Muſſulman; but it is no better argument for 
the toleration of Polygamy, than it would be for the 
toleration of drunkenneſs or covetouſneſs, becauſe if 
theſe fins could be diſpenſed with, many a miſer or 
bottle companion might be made converts to Chriſti- 
anity. You alſo bring a quotation from Lord Kaim's 
Hiſtory of Man, Vol. II. p. 89, where it is aſſerted, 
© That among the moſt zealous Chriſtians in the. 
kingdom of Congo, Polygamy is in uſe as formerly, 
when they were pagans ; and ſooner than give it up, 
they would renounce Chriſtianity.” But if the fact 
be true (which much doubt) I cannot help think- 


ing 
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To ſooth the jealouſy of the debauched 
Muſſulman, and to prevent the apparent 
miſchiefs which would be the effect of a 
plurality of wives under his own roof, the 
poor defenceleſs beings are generally locked 
and barred up in ſeparate apartments, and 
none permitted to approach them but their 
antiquated Duenna, who being paſt all fears 
of exciting the paſſion of love in others, is 
ſuffered to go abroad herſelf. —But if Po- 
lygamy were ever to have the ſanction of 
law in this land (which God forbid) the 
wives of Chriſtians muſt either be impri- 
ſoned like many among the Turks, or elſe 
they muſt be ſuffered to dwell together 
under the ſame roof in their huſband's 
houſe ; in either caſe, what evils muſt fol- 
low! What tyranny in the huſband is ſeen 
in the former, in the latter what jealouſies 
and quarrellings among the wives, inſo- 
much that all domeſtic peace muſt be bid 
adieu to. But above all, how is the caſe 


of the firſt wife to, be pitied, eſpecially if 


ing that theſe moſt zealous Chri em never had "OP 
Chriſtianity to renounce. 
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ſhe be of a meek, amiable, and affectionate 
diſpoſition, when ſhe is eye witneſs to the 
fact of others being received to her beloved 
huſband's bed, and finds his love towards 
her to grow cool in proportion as it be- 
comes warm towards a ſtranger? We often 
| fee the dire effects of jealouſy on the moſt 
diſtant ſuſpicion of unfaithfulneſs ; but 
when that ſuſpicion is exchanged for cer- 
tain knowledge, what may we expect, or 
rather what may we not expect as the conſe- 
quence | 


But are matters likely to be at all more 
peaceable among a numerous brood of 
children by different wives than among 
the wives themſelves ? What diſputes and 
wranglings about property, what diſſenti- 
ons among neareſt relations muſt inevitably 
take place! inſomuch, that one half of the 
men that are born muſt be brought up 
lawyers, to ſquabble about the meum and 
tuum of the other half; a large addition muſt 
be made to the courts of judicature in Weſt- 
minſter-hall, and county aſſizes at the nf 

prius bar muſt laſt great part of the year. 


It 


* 
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It may be ſaid, did not God know and 

foreſee all this? Certainly he did know and 
| foreſee it, and therefore has moſt wiſely 
forbidden the practice of Polygamy under 
the New Teſtament diſpenſation. Among 
the Jews theſe inconveniencies were not 
likely, at leaſt not ſo likely to happen, cir- 
cumſecribed as they were by their own pe- 
culiar lav/s, and in every diſpute about 
right and inheritance, ſubject to the im- 
_ mediate deciſion of Moſes, or thoſe ap- 
pointed by him. 


Again, Were Polygamy to be eſtabliſh- 
ed by law in this kingdom, ſo far from 
encouraging honorable population, it would 
neceſſarily put the greateſt check to it ; 
fince very few women of a modeſt, gentle, 
and affectionate ſpirit, and ſuch only are 
fit for wives, would ever dare to embark in 
wedlock, leſt the huſband ſhould take ano- 
ther wife, or as many more as he pleaſed, 
and thereby the firſt and only true wife, be 
deprived of that ſhare in her huſband's 
Jove, and that mutual union of heart with 
him which alone can mae her life happy, 
and 


- 
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and without which in proportion as her own 


love for him was great, her miſery muſt 
be great alſo. And can that being deſerve 
the name of a man, much leſs of a huſband, 
much leſs ſtill of a Chriſtian, who could 


bear to ſee the amiable wife of his boſom 
in ſuch a ſituation ? Yet you muſt allow 


that this caſe might be a very common 
one, if Polygamy were tollerated by law. 


It is true, ſome bold, boxing Amazonians 


might be found who would not be afraid 


to venture themſelves with any man, but 


then this would be upon the idea that vi 
et armis they ſhould be able to turn all 
after-comers out of the houſe, and by 
force, if not by argument, ſpeedily cure 
the huſband of his love of Polygamy, and 


at the ſame time adminiſter to him ſome 
wholeſome diſcipline well enough ſuited 
to the nature of his crime. 


Again, Suppoſe the legiſlature were 
really to take up the ſubject of your book, 
and to paſs an act in favor of Polygamy ; 
what would be the language of all the vir- 
tuous wives in the kingdom; „I'm ſure, 


cc it 
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te if my huſband thinks of taking another 
« wife, I ſhall heartily with I had never 
married. Ah fays another (who is 
« unmarried) I think the men will not find 
« it an eaſy matter to get good wives now 
« a days; every honeſt woman will be 
* afraid of having her noſe put out of 
« joint, by the introduction of a ſecond 
«« lady into the family, therefore for my 
te part I am determined to live ſingle.” — 
Hence an immediate decreaſe of honorable 
population [U]. 

* | But 


[U] I had not put the above to paper more than a 
few days, before what I had conceived in theory, was 
confirmed by practice.— I have juſt had a letter from 
a friend, wherein he tells me that the match between 
a certain young gentleman, and a certain very amiable 
young lady, had been intirely broken off on her fide, 
on information ſhe had received, that the gentleman 
who ww propoſed to her was an approver of The- 
| typhthirg.—— Now ſuppoſe this young gentleman 
were to propoſe to ſeveral others, and were for the 
ſame reaſon to receive the ſame anſwer from all. 
What muſt he do? no woman will have him, for 
fear he ſhould think himſelf at liberty to give his af- 
fections and his perſon to another. Hence he be- 

Fa comes 
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But let us ſuppoſe the act juſt now paſ- 
fed. The very next week how would our 
daily prints abound with paragraphs of 
' treaties of marriage that were on foot be- 
ing broken off, unleſs the huſband would 
enter into articles not to marry any more 
wives whilſt the firſt was living. Hence 
again a ſudden check to marriage, and 
thereby to honorable population, 


Honorable population every where 
ſlackening its pace, ſeduction with all her 
dreadful train of deceit, abortive potipns, 
and child murder will neceſſarily come in 
with gigantic ſtrides, eſpecially as it will 
be put in practice even by married men, 
with ſo much greater eaſe in proportion as 
the unhappy female is deluded under the 
ſpecious notion of marriage. This idea 


comes tempted to commit whoredom, {gdpQion, 
adultery, and what not. I do not indeed ſuppoſe 
that this will be the caſe with the young gentleman in 
queſtion, of whom J entertain a very high opinion; 
but human nature is human nature ſtill, and when 
checked in an honorable way, will ſeek gratification 
in one that is diſhonorable, 


will 
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will fo far operate on thoſe women who 
are in a lower ſtation of life towards their 
ſuperiors, that an uncorrupted maid ſervant 


will be a raraà avis indeed; but the more 


like a black fwan the more likely to 
eſcape X]. Beſides, what coquetting and 
flirting will be carried on in every aſſembly! 
what nightly walkings out! what zendreſſes 
and douceurs will there be between married 
men and young unmarried women! And 
are there not enough of theſe abomina- 
tions practiſed already, that you, my dear 
friend muſt endeavor to wipe off the little 
ſhame which yet attends them; and in a 
manner authorize them before the world 
under the ſanction of your reſpectable pen? 
Who will thank you for this ſervice? Will 
virtuous wives ? Will conftant huſbands ? 
Will any parents who have the good of 
their children at heart? None I believe 
will think themſelves indebted to you, 
unleſs it be the reverend editor of the 
Morning Herald for the many pretty, I 
might rather ſay, ſnutty paragraphs, which 


[X] Kara avis in terris nigroque ſimillima cygno. | 
| the 
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the legal adoption of your ſyſtem would 
furniſh him with; or perhaps ſome rich 
antiquated maids and old widows with 
large jointures, who will now no longer 
ftick on hand, as their fortunes will be 
very convenient to ſupport the younger 
wives who have none. 


Lewdneſs and ſeduction with their con- 


comitant miſeries are now in ſome degree 


confined within a certain circle, which is 
diſtinguiſhed by the too gentle appellation 
of the gallant world; but bleſſed be God, 


even in this degenerate day, there are very 


many families to be found where harmony 
and mutual love prevail ; yet your ſcheme 
(however undeſignedly), actually tends to 
introduce all the evils of corruption and 


diſcontent among thoſe, who remain yet 


uncontaminated by the vicious cuſtoms of 
this wanton and luxurious age; inſomuch 
that every habitation where peace at preſent 
dwells, is liable to be turned into a temple 
of diſcord, if not into an human ſlaughter 
houſe, by wives cutting their own, each 


others, or their huſband's throats, or hang- 


ing 
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ing or drowning themſelves in fits of fran- 
tic jealouſy. Methinks, I. am fitting 
quietly in my parlour in London, and am 
ſuddenly rouzed by the prodigious vocife- 
ration of two grim females of the right St. 
Giles's ſtamp, one on each ſide the ſtreet, 
and each of them holding one hand to her 
ear, crying, © Here is a full and true 
Cc account of two moſt horrid, barbarous, 
15 bloody, and inhuman murders, which 
« were committed on Friday night laſt, 
e upon the bodies of Sir John F ickle, Bart. 
“ and his new wife, to whom he had been 
* married only one week; which ſad deed 
« was done by his firſt wife, who after- 
« wards ſtabbed herſelf with the ſame knife 
« with which ſhe murdered her own huſ- 
« band and his other lady, whilſt they 
ce were aſleep in bed together. Alſo the 
e true copy of a letter to her own mother, 
« which her ladyſhip left upon her table 
the night before ſhe committed the 
« murders, giving her own reaſons for 
ce what ſhe was about to do.” | 
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We may ſuppoſe the letter to run in the 
following words : 


My deareſt mother, 


« YOU will ſhudder indeed when 
* I tell you, that before to-morrow morn- 
* ing neither I myſelf, my huſband nor 
* his other wife will have a being in this 
% world. But my reſolution is now unal- 
« terably fixed. You are my witneſs, God 
« is my witneſs, that I have made Sit 
„ John a loving, faithful, and obedient 
« wife for the ſpace of ſix years. But his 
« late marriage with Miſs Ogleman, ren- 
« ders me diſtracted. O jealouſy ! 'who 
„can live with thee in their boſom ?—I 
© cannot] am deſperate—Fxecration on 
« the man who firſt brought Polygamy 
* into this nation! Deareſt mother, take 
« care of my three ſweet children which I 
* have had by Sir John, to you the poor 
© innocent babes look up for help. My 
% hand ſhakes ſo much that I can Hardly 
“ fay, farewell—farewell. 


From your affectionate daughter, 


© CONSTANTIA FIcKLE.“ 
Friday Night, 12 o Cloc b. | 


—_— 
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1 appeal to common ſenſe, I appeal 
more particularly to thoſe who have the 
| fineſt and moſt delicate ſenſations ; I appeal 
to thoſe who know themſelves, and who 
are experimentally and religiouſly acquaint- 
ed with the workings of human nature, 
whether there be any thing throughout this 
tragical ſtory, which wears the face of im- 


probability, when N — be 
sani by law. 


In ſome part of your hack indeed, alter 
having enlarged on the bleſſings of Poly- 
gamy, your eyes ſeem opened to ſee the 
awful train of miſchiefs which muſt una- 
voidably attend its introduction ; and you 
would almoſt confine it to the ſingle in- 
ſtance of a man with a woman who has 
been debauched by him. Where that man 
is unmarried he is certainly in conſcience ' 
bound to make the woman his wife; and. 
in every inſtance of this ſort which comes 
before me as a magiſtrate, I always lay this 
down as matter of duty before the re- 
puted father of a child: but when the an- 
_ {wer returned is, Pleaſe your Worſhip, 


6 I have 
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J have reaſon to believe that I am not 


cc the firſt man who has been concerned 


« with her;“ then, what can I ſay? for if 
that be a truth, and he marries the wo- 
man, he is not only linked for life to ano- 
ther man's whore, but according to your 
own ſyſtem, to another man's wife, and fo 
lives and dies in adultery. | 


But ſuppoſe the man be already a 


married man, then certainly his crime be- 


comes much more heinous in the ſight of 
God (though the purport of your book is 
to make him guilty of no crime at all, 
provided he perſiſts in what he has done, 
and takes the woman to live with him), 
and by the Moſaic law he was to be ſtoned 

to death as an adulterer: however, you 


will not allow this to have been the fact, 


unleſs the woman were alſo a married wo- 


man; and in that caſe, you lament that the 


puniſhment of death is not now inflicted 
by our laws. That pecuniary fines for da- 
mages, are not in this caſe, a puniſhment 
adequate to the offence, I readily allow ; 
but if the dread of the eternal vengeance 

| of 
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of God (which was typified by temporal 
puniſhments under the judicial law) will 
not deter men from theſe crimes I know 
not what will. From the conduct of our 
Lord with the phariſtes, when they brought 
to him the woman taken in adultery, it 
appears clear to me, that under the goſ- 
pel, he indirecily at leaſt, prohibited that 
either party in ſuch caſe ſhould ſuffer | 
death, either by ſtoning or otherwiſe, as 
they were to do by the ſeverity of the 
Jewiſh laws and as that man did by the 
extreme rigor of the fame law, who was 


found gathering ſticks on the ſabbath day. 


But I find I amdeviating from my ſub- 
jet; in the diſcuſſion of which I was re- 
marking, that in ſome parts of your book, 
you yourſelf ſeem ſo far ſenſible of the 
miſchiefs which muſt neceſſarily attend your 
ſcheme, that you only defend it in ſome 
rare inſtances. Then, why in the name 
of God did you write Thelyphthora ? 
Why cauſe all the diſſentions you have 
cauſed in the religious world? Why give 
ſuch cauſe of joy and triumph to thoſe 
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who treat every thing ſerious with con- 
tempt? Why grieve your friends? Why 
ſtrengthen the hands of your enemies ?—In 
any view let me repeat the queſtion of my 
private letter to you cu bono ſcribere ? 


Again, Were your plan to be univerſally 
adopted, I am perſuaded, that fo far from 
diminiſhing the legion of harlots that now 
ſwarm among us, it would greatly add to 
their number; and that almoſt every pri- 
vate houſe where the huſband was a Po- 
lygamiſt, would be little better than a 
ſtew or brothel among the wives, who 
would certainly plead the inconſtancy of 
the man they had married, in excuſe for 
their own; for-as- much as he had firſt vi- 
olated the conjugal tie, and diſobeyed the 
apoſtle's command, by with-holding thoſe 
duties which equally and reciprocally bind 
the parties to each other, and to them- 
ſelves alone, in the plaineſt terms which 
words can expreſs. . © To avoid fornica- 
<< tion, let every man have his own wife, 
© and every woman her own huſband. Let 
* the huſband render unto the wife due 

© benevo=- 
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© benevolence, likewiſe the wife unto the 
* huſband. The wife hath not power of 
« her own body, but the huſband : and 
likewiſe alſo the huſband hath not power 
e of his own body, but the wife [VI. 

e Defraud 


c 


[VI I am under the neceflity of obſerving,. that 
whenever my learned friend finds an argument to be 
more than a match for him, he attempts to treat it 
with more than ordinary contempt. This draws off 
the attention of the reader to the aſſertion of the au- 
thor, and thereby he is apt to overlook all the force of 
the reaſoning which is preſented to his view, Among 
theſe arguments which Mr. Madan thinks ought to be 
treated with this ſovereign contempt, is that drawn 
from the words of St. Paul, That a man ought not 
to have a plurality of wives, becauſe the apoſtle all 
along reſtrains the number to one ONLY.“ His 
words are theſe, * To fay that this text forbids Po- 
lygamy, becauſe the word wiſe is in the fingular 
number is mere trifling, as much fo, as contend- 
ing that a man is to love but one neighbour, be+ 
++ cauſe it is ſaid, thou ſhalt love thy neighbour as 
8 thyſelf, not ncighbours; or that he ſhall keep but 
* one ſervant, becauſe it is ſaid, who art thou that 
«+ judgeſt another man's fervant.” But ſuppoſing 
this argument more juſt than it is; till is not Mr. 
Madan aware that it is one of that ſort which prove 


too much, as it may with equal juſtice be urged why 
E 2 2 wife 


* 


ith 
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« Defraud ye not one the other, except ir 


r be by conſent for a time, that ye may give 
« yourſelves tofaſting and prayer, and come 
te together again, that Satan tempt you not 
i for your incontinency.” In all theſe texts 
there is juſt the ſame liberty given to the 
wife to be falſe to the huſband's bed, as to 
the huſband to be falſe to that of his wife. 
Should he therefore preſume to take to 
himſelf any other woman (except in ſuch 
caſes where the law admits of divorce) 
might not the injured wife moſt juſtly 
and moſt ſcripturally complain, and ſay, 
«« My huſband to whom I have ſurrendered 
„ my hand, my heart, and my perſon, no 
© longer treats me agreeable to thoſe ſo- 
„ lemn vows by which at the time of 
„ marriage, he pledged himſelf to me, 
* and I to him. That benevolence which 

« the ſcripture enjoins from him to me I | 
« ſeldom partake of; he claims an exclu- 


a wife ſhould have more huſbands than one, as well 
as why a huſband ſhould have more wives than one. 
But indeed it cannot be urged in-either caſe, for there 
is ſuch a reciprocal appropriation in the text, as 
binds the man to the woman alone, and the woman 
to the man alone. 
ye 
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< ſive power over me, but in direct oppo- 
4e ſition to the apoſtolic declaration, he 
<< denies that I have the ſame power over 
& him, and therefore hedefrauds me of the 
„rights of the marriage bed, by beſtow- 
ce ing his affection on other women, whilſt 
«« am left to burn with jealouſy, or pine 
with diſappointed love.“ 


I can indeed conceive it poſſible for a 
woman to have ſo nice a ſenſe of delicacy, 
that ſhe would not chooſe to make a com- 
plaint of this ſort even to her moſt inti- 
mate female friend; but then ſhe is the 
more to be pitied on that account, as there 
is certainly nothing contained in it, which 
any woman of the moſt refined ſentiments 
might not make even to God himſelf. 
However, though there might be here and 
there, ſuch a meek, paſſive female to be 
found, yet I ſhould judge, without cen- 
ſuring the ſex, that they are not very nu- 
merous, but that multitudes under the 


above-mentioned treatment, could neither 


maintain their chaſtity, nor with-hold 
their rage; fo that revenge and proſtitu- 
= 3 tion, 
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tion, ſeem to be the natural twin children 
of every polygamous intercourſe. 


It is but a ſhort while ago, that a poor 
deſtitute woman applied to me for a letter 
of recommendation to be admitted a pati- 
tient in the Lock Hoſpital, and urged in 
excuſe for the bad diſeaſe ſhe had con- 
tracted, that her huſband had for ſome 
time pait cohabited with another woman. 
It immediately occurred to me that this 
man was a true polygamiſt, or rather a bi- 
gamiſt, without the ſuperſtitious inter- 
meddling of a prieſt. And that my friend, 
with his dedication to the governors of 
the Lock, Magdalen, and Miſericordia, 
_ ought alſo to have preferred a petition 
moving that againſt Polygamy ſhould be 
eſtabliſhed by law, they would enlarge their 
wards and engage an additional number 
of ſurgeons. 


But it is an affront to the clear language 
of the apoſtle in the texts cited from the 
ſeventh chapter of his firſt Epiſtle to the 
Corinthians, to attempt any explanation of 


them, 
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them, every word carries with it perſpi- 
cuity and conviction, inſomuch that one 
might think it were as eaſy to eſtabliſh the 
doctrine of tranſmigration as of Polygamy 
from any part of the chapter; nay, much 
more eaſy, for it ſays nothing againſt tranſ- 
migration, but fays every thing which can 
be taid againſt Polygamy : how then you 
could imagine that theſe texts gr any of 
them ipeak only of a prevailing cuſtom 
among the Corinthians of lending out their 
wives is to me inconceivable. Surely to 


uſe your own language, this is to make 


ſcripture ſpeak any thing or nothing, or 
every thing, juſt as ſuits our own fancy. 
But neither will this forced interpretation 
ſtand, for in order to adopt it, you are 
obliged to change the word mogrnzs which 
is very properly tranſlated Vornication, (or 
fornications) and to render it adultery, ſay- 
ing that it includes all fort of uncleanneſs. 
But why muſt the word reares which comes 
directly from Town a harlot; be conſtrued 
adultery rather than fornication ? the rea- 
ſon is plain, becauſe ſimple fornication 
could not be committed by the cuſtom of 
lending 


11 
r 
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lending out wives, ſo you mult either give 
up your ſenſe of the text, or we muſt 


grant you that #5 in this place means 


adultery, and cannot mean fornication.— 
But I have ſtill one objection to make 
againſt your interpretation ; which is, that 
it intirely deſtroys the force of the apoſtle's 
reaſoning in urging marriage as a remedy 
againſt the danger of celibacy. Of this 


you are aware, and therefore you will not 


allow this to be the drift of his argument. 
However, let us look back to the begin- 
ning of the chapter. 


«© Now concerning the things whereof ye 
© wrote unto me; it is good for a man not 


c to touch a woman. Nevertheleſs to avoid 


&« fornication, (4s Jag roprun;) on account of 
« fornications, let every man have his own 
« wife, and every woman her own huſband.” 
It is moſt clear that St. Paul from the 1ſt 


to the 1oth verſe, is addrefling himſelf ta 


unmarried people, and to widows, adviſing 
continency as beſt ſuited to that diſtreſſed 
ſtate of the church, if they were able to 
bear it; elſe he exhorts them to marry, 

and 
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and in caſe they ſhould, he adds ſome di- 
rections for their conduct when married; 
after which he ſums up the whole of what 
he had ſaid in the following words: © I fay, 
« therefore, [which word therefore has cer- 
be tainly a reference to what goes before] I 
c fay, therefore, to the unmarried and wi- 
© dows, it is good for them if they abide 
ce even as I, but if they cannot contain let 
* them marry, for it is better to marry 
e than to burn. 


In the tenth verſe and not before, he 
turns his diſcourſe to the married, and ad- 
dreſſes them only. Ard unto the married 
«© I command, yet not I but the Lord. Let 
not the wife depart from her huſband, 
bs &c. &c.” 


All this is as plain as ſimple language 
can make it. How then you could poſlibly 
apply thoſe words, Let every man have his 
own wife, and every woman her own huf- 
band, as a prohibition to thoſe who had nei- 
ther wives nor huſbands to lend out, is to 


me moſt aſoniſhing 3 but I cannot help 
ſaying 
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[a ſaying it is ſuch a palpable peryerſion of 
li. denſe and ſcripture as J hardly ever before 9 
1 met witk. Vet even if this far fetched in- ö 
1 terpretation were to be allowed, it is as 0 
1 much a command to the wife not to lend 0 
5 out her huſband, as to the huſband not to 0 
1 lend out his wife : therefore take it which a 
4 Way you will it is big with abſurdity. : 
4 5 | c 
1 But let us hear what you have to offer t. 
4 in defence of your opinion. I will tran- e 
[4 ſcribe your own words. Thoſe who re- ri 
*þ << preſent the apoſtle as addreſſing himſelf v 
| * to ſingle perſons, and adviſing them to d 
4 «© marry to avoid fornication, make him 5 
4 « puilty of evident tautology—fer the ſe 
4 eighth verſe 1s expreſsly addreſſed to the my 
1 „ unmarried and widows, &c. &c. vol. I. be 
1q =». 233. So it is, as allo every verſe fa 
4 before it : therefore here is no tautology, fo 
1 for the apoſtle is ſpeaking all along to the to 
4 unmarried. th 
. Again, you add, The very terms (of 10 
the ſecond verſe) ſhew it to be addreſſed tra 
f* to married perions ; ; for how could the 70 
2 a : 
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*4 apoſtle ſay to a ſingle man let him 
(„ have EXETW, retain VUVXiHc% £QUTB, his wife 3 
* or to a ſingle woman let her have, 1. e. 
cc keep toro io ad, her own huſband? 
«© The immediate connection of this verſe 
« with the three following, which can be- 
« long to married people only, is another 
« ſtrong argument for the truth of this 
& obſervation.” But I cannot allow it 
to be any argument at all; and I appeal to 
every one who has the uſe of their eyes and 
reaſon, whether every one of thoſe verſes 
which you ſay belong to married people only, 
do not belong to unmarried people only. 
For firſt the verb «xe will bear no ſuch 
ſenſe as you have put upon it“ Let her 
e retain or keep to,'—and yet if it would 
bear it, you have actually introduced it in 
favor of Monogamy inſtead of Polygamy ; 
for it ſtands in the original as a direction 
to the man as well as to the woman, and 
therefore, if you will tranſlate one part of 
the verſe, © Let the wife keep 7o her huſ- 
“ band,” you are under the neceſſity of 
tranſlating the other part, Let the huſ- 
band = to his wife, for the Greek 
word 
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word (xi) is the ſame in both parts, 
therefore by endeavoring to make it ſpeak 
what you with in the one place, you have 
made it ſpeak what you do not with in the 
other place. How you will get out of this 
difficulty I know not, unleſs you can follow 
the example of your old friend Whittington, 
Lord-mayor of London, with his fix bells, 
and perſuade yourſelf and readers that by 4 
the ſound of this ſame word «x» you are 
ſure it means ſomething very different, 
when addreſſed to a male than it does when 
addreſſed to a female, which will be liter- 
ally ringing changes. —But as I obſerved 
above, the expreſſion will not admit of the 
conſtruction you have put upon. Les her 
retain or keep to- but the plain ſignifica- 
tion of the word is let her have, or let him 
have : and would any man in the world, 
who knew what ſenſe or grammar meant, 
ſay to a married man, Let him have a 
wife ? or to a married woman let her have 
an huſband ? but the verb being in the im- 
perative mood 1s plainly a command to have 
that which they have not already. 


$condly, 


. I — 
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Secondly, If a tender parent were going 
to marry a ſon or a daughter, would he not 
give them directions whilſt they were yet 


| fingle, for their conduct after marriage, 


ſuch as Love. your wife,” © Behave well 
to your huſband.” In like manner St. Paul 
exhorting the unmarried who have not the 
gift of continency, to the uſe of the conju- 
gal bed in order to avoid fornication, adds, 

% let every man have his own wife, let 
* every woman have her own huſband. Let 
* the huſband render unto the wife due be- 
© nevolence, likewiſe the wife unto the huſ- 
* band. The huſband has not power of his 
te own body but the wife. The wife has not 
* power of her own body but the huſband. 
* Defraud ye not one the other, except it be 
te by conſent for a time, that ye may give 
* yourſelves unto faſting and prayer, and 
*© come together again that Satan tempt you 
« not for your incontinency.” Here is ſenſe 


and reaſoning in the apoſtle's language, if 


we ſuppoſe him to be addreſſing himſelf to 
the unmarried ; but what ſenſe or reaſon- 
ing can be diſcovered, or where is the re- 
medy he propoſes againſt fornication, if we 

_ conſider 
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conſider him as ſpeaking to thoſe who' are 
married already, in a way of exhortation 
not to lend out or interchange their wives ? 
Give me leave to remind my learned 
friend who did not uſe to be averſe to a lit- 
tle pleaſantry, that whilſt he is condemn= 
ing our laws for the power they have com- 
mitted to the prieſts of confirming mar- 
riages, he himſelf is claiming the autho- 
rity of marrying halt the church of Co- 
rinth ; for Tam ſure that all thoſe to whom 
St. Paul addreſſes himſelf from the firſt to 
the tenth verſe, were ever eſteemed un- 
married perſons, till that ſame good friend 
of mine coupled them together by his late 
interpretation of thole texts, 


I muſt now obſerve, that your labored 
criticiſm upon the words Ty id, a. 
her own proper huſband, allowing it its full 
ſcope, has the ſame misfortune attending 
it as your conſtruction of the word ci 

viz. it makes more againſt Polygamy than 
in favor of it, by not proving what you 
would have it prove, and by proving what 
vou would not have it prove: for it im- 


plies 
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plies ſuch a peculiar right and property 
which the woman has in that one man, 
as no other woman has or can have, inſo- 
much that he is emphatically called hex 
own huſband, or her own man; which is 
certainly a much greater proof of the un- 
lawfulneſs of his taking any other woman, 

than if the word: had been in the feminine 
gender, and had been applied to the wife. 
am therefore happy on this occafion to 
take your own words, and heartily agree 
with you, * that as all ſcripture is given 
* by inſpiration of God, and the Holy 
„ Ghoſt ſpeaketh nothing in vain, there 
« is a weighty reaſon: in giving the epithet 
« 14%, to the huſband ;” that no man might 
ever ſuppoſe he had any power over his 
own body, ſo as to think himſelf at liberty 
to give the uſe of it to any other woman, 
but to her alone, who is ſo excluſively 
ſtiled by the apoſtle HER OWN PROPER 
HUSBAND, Eb 


After all, it cannot be denied that you 
have ſent your lady Po/ygamia abroad in a 
th of wrought _ but ſtill I cannot 

think 
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think the is /ike the king's daughter all glo- 

rious Within, for remove the ornamented 
| mantle which you have thrown over her, 
and her deformity appears to view. 


The idea of protecting the weaker ſex, 
and of ſaving multitudes of them from 
ruin, is what gives a bias in favor of your 
plan; as you have dreſſed it up, to the 
humane and ſerious reader. But the miſ- 
chievous and horrible conſequences which 
muſt inevitably attend the practice of it, 
you intirely keep out of fight, though it is 
plain enough that they frequently ſtared 
you in the face; and this makes you at- 
tempt to draw the line between what you 
call the wild licentious Polygamy of the Ma- 
hometans, and a holy and . ſober uſe of it. 
But in the firſt place, I am aſtoniſhed that 
a man who is acquainted with the- depths 
and depravity of human nature, which is 
the ſame in England as in Turkey, ſhould 
imagine any ſuch line can poſſibly be 
drawn, if Polygamy were eſtabliſhed by 
_ law. —Secondly, the grand argument which 
you yourſelf bring in defence of Polyga- 
my, 
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my, in a manner counteracts and prevents 
any ſuch holy ſober uſe of it: for the caſe 
in which you principally aim to eſtabliſh it 
is between a married man and a virgin or 
maid that is enticed by him. Now ſuch a 
man from the very act he has been guilty 
of, not merely in lying with the woman, 
(for this you will not allow to be any fin at 
all if he mean to take her to dwell with 
him), but in ſeducing and inticing her, can 
have no ſuch Holy ſober notions in his head, 
as you plead for; but as he firffhad an in- 
tercourſe with her from a love of variety, fo 
now he takes her as a puniſhment to which 
he is condemned by law, for having baſely 
oratified his luſt, though perhaps like 


Amnon with Tamar his hatred of her is 


greater than the love wherewith be loved ber. 


But whatever might be the reaſon why the 
all-wiſe God ever permitted polygamous mar- 
riages among the Jews, he has now under the 
goſpel, as will yet more clearly appear, thought 
proper abſolutely to prohibit them, and 
therefore to attempt their reſtoration under 
the notion of any Holy or ſober uſe of them, is 
N = to 
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to ſet up our own judgment againſt the in- 
finite wiſdom of God himſelf. 


As to what you would urge from the 
example of Abraham, it is certain, that no 
man ſince his time could be in his parti- 
cular ſituation, for to him was the promiſe 
made, that his ſeed ſhould be as the ftars of 
heaven for multitude : And it is very obſerv- 


able, that the father of the faithful took 
unto him Hagar the Egyptian (who was a 


type of the Jewiſh church), at the particu- 
lar inſtance of Sarai his wife, when both 
he and ſhe ſuppoſed that the Lord had re- 


trained her from child-bearing. A plain 


proof that he had more an eye to the ful- 
filment of God's promiſe, than to the gra- 
tification of his own luſt; till therefore we 
find ourſelves exactly in his predicament, 
we had better let his precedent for Polyga- 
my entirely alone. 


Were you to aſk me how all the evils of 
fornication, uncleanneſs, ſeduction, and 
adultery might be cured? I would anſwer 
the mon, by inquiring how you would 
attempt 


% 
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attempt to cure the depravity of fallen man? 
which can never be effected by adding the 
evil of Polygamy to thoſe before mentioned, 
but by enforcing the divine law ; but what 
law? not the judicial law of Moſes, which 
you produce, but the holy ſpiritual law of 
God. Let the miniſters of the goſpel open 
and apply this law in its extent and purity, 
to the conſciences of ſinners, to ſhew them 
their tranſgreſſion and their helpleſſneſs, 
and then let them freely preach Chriſt as 
the only remedy, both from the guilt and 
dominion of fin. This will be truly an- 
ſwering God's own purpoſe both in the 
temporal or typical puniſhments under the 
law, which are now aboliſhed, and were 
then only a ſhadow f things to come; as 
alſo under the goſpel, the rejectors of which 
ſhall be puniſhed with everlaſting deſtruction 
from the preſence of the Lord, and the glory 
of his power ; whilſt thoſe who truly be- 
lieve it, and embrace it in the light and in 
the love of it, ſhall receive the end of their 
faith, even the ſalvation of their fouls. This 
preaching of the moral law for the diſco- 
very and conviction of ſin, and preaching 
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the goſpel of the free grace of God as the 
only method of ſalvation jrom ſin, will do 


more in one year for the cure of ſeduction, 
adultery, fornication, and laſciviouſneſs in 


all its branches than a thouſand treatiſes 
upon Polygamy, though they ſhould have 
been 7wwenty years in compiling. 


SIE once more let: us ſuppoſe your 
ſcheme eſtabliſned by the legiſlature juſt as 


you would have it. Very ſoon after, my 


dear friend to his own. great grief, reads 
the following paragraph in the Morning 
Poſt. 3 


e Laft night lady A——, wife of Sir 
« Thomas A——, Bart. was found hang- 
« ing in her own drefling-room, in 
e Square. The cauſe of this dreadful ca- 
& taſtrophe is ſuppoſed to be as follows: 
« About a week ago, Miſs B „ daugh- 
&* ter of William B , Eſq; went off 


from the maſquerade at Carliſle Houſe, 


«© with Sir Thomas A Next day, 
* her mother, Mrs. B „hearing that 
& ſhe was at Sir Thomas's houſe, came to 

4 . hep 
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her in the utmoſt diſtreſs, and interro- 


« gating her on the cauſe of her conduct, 


cc 
CC 
66 
cc 
"CC 
CE 


64 


ſhe replied with great pertneſs, that nei- 


ther ſhe nor Sir Thomas had done any 
thing they need be aſhamed of, or that 
was not authorized both by the law of 
God and the law of the land. Sir Tho- 
mas A was the man of her choice; 


ſhe had ſurrendered up her perſon to him, 


«© ſhe was now his wife without any more 


ceremony whatever, with kim ſhe meant 
to continue all her days; and he might 
take to himſelf twenty more young la- 
dies in the ſame way, if he thought pro- 
per; ſhe had no right to controul him, 


whilſt the divine law, as well as the law 


of the land, which had lately paſſed the 
King, Lords, and Commons, an favor of 
Polygamy, was now in full force.” 
Heavens, child ! (cried the aftrighted pa- 
rent) do you know that Sir Thomas 
A—— is already a married man, and 


has a virtuous good wife of his own ; 
and that what you have done will cer- 
tainly break her heart ?—Know it, yes, 
very well, but what 1s that to me? (re- 


EE 60 plied 
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« plied Miſs) Ought I to pretend to be 
* wiſer than God? or to wiſh to ſee hu- 
man inventions, ſuperſtitious ceremonies, 
<« and prieſt's marriages adopted, inſtead of 
* what he himſelf has appointed? No, no, 
e J have now done with all theſe fooleries, 
* ſince Sir Thomas A—--- has put into my 
hands a very fine book with a very hard 
name, upon theſe ſubjects; and if every 
* body was to-do as Sir Thomas and J 
* have done, ſeduction, fornication, and 
e adultery, would ſoon be baniſhed out of 
* the kingdom; and to tell you the truth, 
© as Gon” as I hear that the book is 
cc abridged, I intend to buy an hundred to 
80 fliſperſc among the poor by way of cha- 
< rity.” This anſwer of the young lady, 
had ſuch an effe& on the wretched mother, 
that ſhe was carried home in a chair and 
| expired the ſame evening; 1o that lady 
A and Mrs. B „ have both loſt 


their lives by t this unfortunate marriage, 


| Now I do not ſay that ſuch a caſe ever 
will happen; but this I muſt ſay, that all 
this, and much more of a like ſort might 
x happen 
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happen if your plan were to paſs into a law, 
for in the whole of this tranſaction, what- 
ever motives might influence either the ſup- 
poſed characters of Sir Thomas A or 
Mits B „ neither the one nor the other 
have acted in the leaſt tittle contrary to 
what your own book authorizes : and feign- 
ed (God be praifed) as the caſe is, yet I 
thought the introduction of it very allow- 
able, by way of contraſting ſome of thoſe 
melancholy pictures, which you have drawn 
and hung out to public view on the other 


fide. I may add, that it is repaying you in 


your own coin, for as you have ranſacked 
old newſpapers to point out the bleſſings 
of Polygamy in futuro, it is very fair that 
I ſhould have recourſe to what we may na- 
turally ſuppoſe will be the language of thoſe 
papers, in order to peint out the curſes 
which will attend the monſter when brought 
forth : and indeed, to ſhew the wiſdom 
of that law which makes every Polygamiſt 
ſuffer death as a felon ; but for which pu- 
aiſhment you yourſelf have made the beſt 
apology, by wiſhing it were ſtill to be put in 
execution upon the adulterer ; therefore you 
cannot 
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cannot blame thoſe who looking upon Po- 
lygamy and adultery to be ſynonimous 
terms, have thought fit to inflict a ſentence 
on the former, which you judge to be me- 
rited by the latter. | 


Sucn are a few of the flagrant miſchiefs 
which mult inevitably attend the introduc- | 
tion of Polygamy into this land, and yet 
they are but a few, in compariſon of others 
which muſt ſtrike the mind of every think- 
ing perſon. For God's ſake therefore, my 
dear friend, conſider the dreadful licentious 
tendency of your aſſertions. Should one 
man defile another man's wife, you ſeem to 
lament that our laws do not puniſh him 
with death; but if he intice or debauch 
a thouſand virgins, and afterwards take 
them to live with him, and call them by 
the name of wife, there 1s no harm done. 
It is a perfect marriage in the ſight of God. 
There wants no human ceremony to com- 
plete it. The man is guilty of no fin. 
The woman, or rather each woman, is per- 
fectly innocent; ſhe has ſrrendered up her 
Fer fon to the man of ber choice, and it would 
| e be 
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be the higheſt impropriety to — her 


with the name of a hore, 


If ſuch reaſoning be not (though I grant 
moſt undeſignedly) to give a ſanction to for- 
nication and lewdneſs, I know not what 
is; and if I have or ſhall prove the abſolute 
unlawfulneſs of Polygamy in the courſe of 
this work, you yourſelf muſt be of the ſame 
opinion; at preſent however, you are not 
of that mind, having given us a pretty ſtrong 
proof of your ſentiments on this point, in 
the caſe of a certain noble earl and the late 
__ unfortunate Miſs R—y, whom you poſi- 
tively affirm, that the Rev. Mr. H- 


ought to have looked upon as the earl's 


wife: and no doubt his lordſhip is much 
obliged to you for the healing plaiſter which 
you have adminiſtered to him: and he may 
now conſole himſelf with another Miſs 
R—y, and another yet, if he thinks proper, 
without ſin on his part, or cauſe of ſhame 1 in 
that of the females. 


Permit me now. to ſtate a caſe, and to 


8 your opinion on at, 
AS 
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As a magiſtrate, it may have frequently 
happened that a ſingle woman has come 
before you to filiate her baſtard child 
on a married man. Now I ſhould be glad 
to know, what you would fay to the parties 
on ſuch an occaſion? From your character 
as a miniſter of the goſpel, we may rea- 
ſonably ſuppoſe, that the man and the wo- 
man would expect you ſhould not only en- 
force the ſtatute concerning baſtards begotten 


and born out of lawful matrimony, but that you 
ſhould alſo add ſome ſeaſonable advice and re- 


proof concerning the ſin they have been guilty 


of. But how great muſt be their ſurprize, if 
you were to addreſs the two perſons before 
you in the following language; and yet if 
you are true to your own principles, I ſee 


not what other you can make uſe of. 


« My friends, why are you uneaſy? You 
% have neither of you done any thing 
« wrong in the ſight of God, or that you 


need be aſhamed of; ſo far from it, you 
«© have fulfilled the divine command, in- 


* creaſe and multiply; and it is a ſcandal 
<« to our laws, that this poor girl ſhould be 
| « deemed 
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d deemed a whore. Beſides, I pronounce 
* you to be uſeful members of the com- 
* munity, by the encouragement you have 
given to population. 


«© Go your ways therefore, take the wo- 
<< man to live with you, and continue to 
« act together as you have done. You are 
truly man and wife in the ſight of God, 
“ without going through the forms of that 
« ſuperſtitious ceremony which we call ma- 
«« trimony; though we clergy are obliged to 
«© trudge through the farce of reading, what 
« is called, the church ſervice, before the 
cc pry can be joined in law,” 


As I hear a third volume of Thelypbthora 5 


iS ſoon to make its appearance, your ſenti- 
ments on the caſe in queſtion, will no 
doubt oblige the public, 


You would appear to diſapprove the prac- 
tice of keeping miſtreſſes; but I beg to in- 
quire where is the harm of this according 
to your ſyſtem, if the man who keeps the 


woman be the firſt who had intercourſe with 
3 1 | her? | 
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Bo We Bleſſings of Polygamy, Sc. 
her? You ſay, in ſuch caſe, he may not put 


Ber away all his days. It ſeems then the {in 
is in putting her away, not in keeping her; 
for he fins not at all whilſt he cohabits 
with her; all that time ſhe is his wife : yet 
if he puts her away, I hardly know whether 


you would denominate her his wife or his 


miſtreſs, ſeeing it was only a temporary in- 
tercourſe that he had with her; and indeed 


upon your plan, it 1s almoſt impoſſible to 


fay, who is a kept miſtreſs and who a wife ; 
for you have adjudged the late unfortunate 
Miſs Ray, to be the wife of the farſt Lord 
—y; and you fay that the 
Rev. Mr. H———2n, ought to have been 
taught to have looked upon her as ſuch. 


When that amorous Prince, Charles the 
Second, lay on his death-bed, before the 
Teſuits laid hold on him, he was attended 
by the pious Biſhop Kern, when the ex- 
emplary prelate exhorted him to put away 


his miſtreſs, the celebrated Nell Gwynne Z], 


and 


IZ] I am not quite certain whether Eleanor 


Gwynne or the Ducheſs of Portſmouth, was at that 


tims 
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and to be reconciled to his Queen. Had 
you, my good friend, been called to the 
dying Monarch, inſtead of the Biſhop of 
Bath and Wells, what advice would you 
have adminiſtered for his ſoul's health on 
that particular occafion ? The firſt piece of 
intelligence neceſſary to be obtained, would 
be whether any other man had been one 
Heſb with the favorite actreſs, previous to 
his Majeſty; in which caſe he was living 
in adultery with her, ſeeing ſhe was the 
true wife in God's fight, of the firſt man 
who had been connected with her ; but if 
his Majeſty only had been familiar with her, 
then ſhe was as much married to him by 
the divine law, as his own. Queen was. 
How ſhall this difficulty be folved ? Mrs. 
Gwynne alone can do it; and to her the 
reverend caſuiſt muſt put the deciding queſ- 
tion, and gather al the information he can 
relative to he tokens of ber virg:im!y before 
the King approached her. Mrs. Gwynne 
aſſures you, that no man whatever had ac- 


rime the reigning favorite of Charles the Second; bur 
if I miſtake not it was the former; however that be, 
:t makes no difference as to the caſe in hand. 
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ceſs to her perſon before his Majeſty, and 
that ever ſince ſhe had been faithful to her 
royal lover. You anſwer (ſtrictly according 
to the doctrine of Thelyphthora), Then, 


66 
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cc 
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Madam, you are his Majeſty's own wife, 
and he is your own proper huſband, ac- 
cording to the primitive inſtitution of 
marriage, notwithſtanding the ceremony 
which has paſſed between him and his 
preſent conſort, and notwithſtanding no 
ſuch form by a prieſt has ever exiſted 


between you and him: therefore, if his 


Majeſty ſhould recover from. this illneſs, 
he would ſhew himſelf a very wicked 
man in not living with you as he has 
done; and you Mrs. Gwynne, would be 
equally finful, if you did not continue to 
grant his Majeſty every indulgenee he 
requires at your hands. My advice there- 
fore in this matter, for the preſent eaſe 


of the King's conſcience, and for his 


everlaſting welfare, is this; that if it 
pleaſe God to raiſe him up from this bed 
whereon he now languiſhes, you both 
continue to give yourſelyes up to the holy 
and ſober embraces of each other, in 


which 
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« which may you be fruitful and multiply 3 


© and may thouſands of others, influenced 


« by your virtuous examples, inſtead of 
« pretending to be wiſer than God; go on 
eto follow thoſe bright examples, till for- 
te nication, adultery, and every ſpecies of 
« lewdneſs be baniſhed from this guilty 
« land, which has forſaken the divine au- 
« thority, and ſubſtituted human devices 


e and ſuperſtitious ceremonies in its 
« ſhead.” . 


Is there a ſyllable in all this, which you 
as his Majeſty's ſpiritual guide might not, 
nay ought not, upon your principles to haye 


ſaid upon the occaſion ? 


Toy definition of a whore is confined 


to one © who proſtitutes herſelf to differ- 


«© ent men as luſt or gain may induce her, 
« without defign of marrying them.” But I 
am quite at a loſs to know what you mean 
by * marrying them; do you ſuppoſe the 
woman to be unmarried, till ſome outward 


ceremony has paſſed ? Can the magic words 


of a prieſt make her more a wife or leſs a 
whore 


- ,— - 
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whore than ſhe was before? if fo, you 


throw down at once the whole ſtructure. 


you have been raiſing. If you chooſe to 

abide by your own aſſertions, you muſt 
avow that ſhe was married to the firſt man 
with whom ſhe became one fleſh; and theres 
fore ſhe muſt neceſſarily commit -adultery 
with all others ſhe becomes afterwards 


connected with: fo that I may venture to 
_ affirm, that according to your ideas of mar- 


riage, fornication cannot exiſt. I grant 
however, that the above 1s a true definition 
of a common ſtrumpet; but whoredom, if 
{cripture be our. guide, might be committed 
even under the Moſaic diſpenſation, when 
any unmarried woman or widow, had inter- 
courſe with only one man, who was not 
her lawful huſband; as is clear from the 
caſe of Tamar; for we read Gen. xxxviii. 
24. Ut was told Judah, ſaying, Tamar thy 
daughter-in-law hath played the harlot ; and 


alſo behold: ſhe ts with child by whoredom. 


But according to your idea and definition 
of a whore, no man whatever had a right 
to ſay ſo. Suppoſe ſne had ſurrendered up 
her perſin to the man of ber choice, whether 
: | _ the 
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ſhe were virgin or widow, or whether he 
were married or unmarried, ſhe had done 
nothing that was forbidden, and therefore 
ought not to be ſtigmatized with the diſ- 
graceful appellation of a whore. It is true 
indeed, Judah took her for a common har- 
lot, and he went in unto her as ſuch. But 
this alters not the cafe, for they who rad 
Judab that fhe was with child by whoredom, 
knew nothing of this intercourſe, nor how 
it was obtained; and therefore the fact ſtands 
on record, as full proof that when any wo- 
man in- Iſrael who had no huſband proved 
to be with child, ſhe was as much deemed 
an whore, as we ſhould Judge her to be 
one in e ee 4 


1 mu alſo abilieve; han: neicher Judah 
nor his friend Hirah, the Adullamite, ſeem to 
have thought it at all extraordinary, that 
they found an harlot fitting by the way ſide ; 
nor did the men of whom Hirab inquired 
concerning her, expreſs any aſtoniſhment at 
his queſtion, as if ſome new thing had hap- 
pened in Iſrael; but they ſimply made an- 
ſwer, that they did not ſee her; which cir- 

| Go cumſtance, 
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cumſtance, beſides the frequent mention we 


have of harlots and adultereſſes in the Old ; 


Teſtament, and the cautions given to avoid 


commerce with them, as alſo the com- 


plaints of the prophets, that the people / 
fembled themſelves by troops in the harlots 
houſes, and were like fed horſes neighing after 
their neighbours wives, carry pretty flagrant 


proof that adultery and whoredom were 


much more common in Judea, than you 
would have us believe, and that conſe- 
quently OE] was no ſpecific guns 


either. 


It has been urged, that if Polygamy be 
forbidden, ſome of the eminent Old Teſta- 
ment ſaints lived and died in adultery. It 
might with as much truth be objected, that 


if it be now unlawful for neareſt relations - 
to marry, the immediate deſcendants of 


Adam and of Noah lived and died in inceſt ; 
or if it be now wrong for a man to marry 
his brother's wife, it muſt have been ſo in 
all ages of the world, and under all circum- 
ſtances, ſince fin can never alter its nature. 


It 
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It will readily be granted that ſin cannot 
alter its nature, and that God cannot alter 
his nature as bearing an everlaſting hatred 
againſt fin. But then what is fin, but the 
trangreſſion of the law of God? And what 
is the law of God, but the tranſcript and 
declaration of the will of God? And if God 
permit that at one time which he prohibits 


>" another, the ſame act will be no fin when 


he allows it, which will be fin when he 
forbids it. When Jael wife of Heber the 


| Kenite, flew Siſera, the captain of Jabin's 


hoſt, by driving a nail into his temples 
whilſt he was aſleep in her tent, ſhe com- 
mitted no ſin, becauſe ſhe ated under the 
immediate direction of God; but had Jael 
done this without that direction, ſhe had 
been guilty of the baſeſt treachery and mur- 
der. Had Joſhua when he conducted the 
Iſraelites to the promiſed land, acted by his 
own authority in burning the cities, ſlaying 
the inhabitants young and old, and even 
hanging five kings at once, after making his 
captains put their feet upon the-necks of 
thoſe kings, he would have been one of the 


moſt impious and arbitrary tyrants that the 


G2 ſun 
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ſun ever beheld ; but by acting by the ex- 
preſs warrant of Jehovah, in driving out 
and conſuming the idolatrous nations, he 
had power to command that ſun to ſtand 
ſtill upon Gibeon, and the moon in the val- 
ley of Ajalon, whilft he eompleted his 
flaughter on the combined armies of all 
the kings of be Amorites, 4 ot X. 
e e 


But after al, ruppoſs J eannot Ncunche . 


this difficulty to my own apprehenſion: 
ſuppoſe I am fearful of ſaying that Polyga- 
my was no. fin under the Old Teſtament, 
and am alſo fearful of aſſerting that Abra- 
ham, David, and others, lived and died in 
adultery ; ſtill why cannot T content myſelf 
with what is plainly revealed, and leave it to 
God to clear up the juſtice and equity of 
his own dealings with the children of men? 


Secret things belong unto him. Infinite 


wiſdom has its own reaſons for whatever it 
does, and will be accountable to none. 
Whatever be dark, this is certain, that 


God thought fit to permit Polygamy under 


the law: but permiſſion does not by any 
| means 
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means imply approbation ; nay, God often 
permits that which from the very holineſs of 
his nature is his abhorrence. On the other 
hand, it is equally certain, that God has 
thought ft to prohibit Polygamy under the 


goſpel; and therefore though permiſſion 


may well enough accord with diſapproba- 
tion, yet prohibition and approbation are 
ſo far from agreeing, that they cannot ſtand 
together. 


Luer us new in as few words as poſſible, 
conſider all the proof you attempt to bring 
from the Old Teſtament in favour of Poly- 


gamy, and the whole amounts to this: 


That in no caſe it was commanded or en- 
joined; in ſome caſes it was permitted; but 


whether this permifſion ever amounted to 
approbation, remains {till to be aſcertained. 
It is true, you have brought ſome texts of 
ſcripture in defence of what you have ad- 


vanced; but in none of theſe you have 


attempted to prove any thing beyond an 
allowance of Polygamy, except in one, 
and that is Exod. xxii. 16. If a man intice 
a maid that i is not betrothed, and lie Wirth ber, 
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Be. ſhall ſurely endom her to be his wife. And 


even this ſingle text will not bear you out, 
unleſs you can bring ſome better proof than 
you have done, that a man (which you have 
unwarrantably ventured to render any man) 
means a married man, at leaſt a married 


man, as well as a ſingle one; in which in- 


terpretation however, you have not only the 


general voice of commentators: againſt you, 


but if ſcripture be allowed to be its own 
interpreter, the voice of God himſelf, in 
that remarkable text which you have be- 
ſtowed much pains to get over, Lev. xviii. 
18. Thou ſhalt not take a wife to her ſiſter, 
to vex ber, to uncover her nakeadneſs, bęſide 
the other in her life time; which thoſe who 

have the moſt critical knowledge of the He- 
brew, interpret as in the marginal reading, 


of not taking one wife to another, for which 


they have certainly very good authority, 
ſince the word which we tranſlate a Her, 
1s rendered ns in other parts of ſcrip- 


ture. 


The utmoſt therefore, which you have 
proved from the Old Teſtament, is a per- 
miſſion 


3 
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miſſion of Palygamy among the Jews, not 
without much difficulty in getting over ſe- 
veral texts, which at leaft ſeem very unfa- 
vorable to it, particularly that noted paſſage, 
Mal. ii. 14, 15, 16. which I ſhall give at 
length. Yet ye ſoy, Wherefire ? becauſe the 
Lord hath been witneſs between thee and the 
wife of thy youth; againſt whom thou haſt. 
dealt treacherouſly : yet fhe is thy companion, 
and the wife of thy covenant. And did not 
he make one? Yet had he the reſidue of the 
Spirit: and wherefore one? that he might ſeek 
a godly feed. Therefore take heed to your ſpi- 
rit, and let non? deal treacherouſly againſt the 
wife of his youth. For the Lord, the God of 
Iſrael ſaith, that he hateth putting away, &c. 
Sc. Though it be certainly a humiliating 
circumſtance for an author to confeſs him- 
ſelf ignorant of a language, the knowledge 
of which is in a degree neceſſary for the 
carrying on of a controverſy in which he 
is engaged, yet rather than ſtrut about like 
Æſop's daw in borrowed plumes, I will 
freely and ingenuouſly own myſelf incapa- 
ble of examining into your Hebrew criti- 
ciſms on the foregoing text, which I am 


the 
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the more ſorry for, as from the awkward 


or rather round-about explanation you have 


given of the paſſage, I am led to. ſuſpect 
that you have not faithfully delivered the 
mind and will of God revealed in it, parti- 
cularly i in thoſe words, Did not he make one? 
i. e. as I always underſtood by comparing 
it with the context, Did not he make the 
huſband and wife one, by uniting them in 
ſo near a relation, that they two ſhould be 
conſidered as one fleſn? - But what is your 
ſenſe of the words Did not one mate? Or 


did not one God make or create both you and 


your wives? Vol. I. p. 139. But whether 


you, or whether all the commentators that 


have followed one another like ſheep,” be in the 
right in the explanation of this clauſe, it is 


certain that if the whole three verſes taken” 


together, do not contain any abſolute com- 
mand that one man ſhould have only one 
wife, it ſeems at leaſt taken for granted, 
fince there is mention made only of one 
man and one woman as united together in 
the nuptzal bonds—and tiled, thee and the 
wife of thy youth, againſt whom the huſband 


is cautioned not is deal ?reacheronſly. 


1 Be 
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Be aſſured, that I am as much againſt 
pinning my faith on the ſleeves of com- 
mentators, as you can be; but yet I cannot 
help thinking, that there are many among 
them, who for learning, extenſive know- 
ledge, ſound judgment, integrity and hu- 
mility, arg not at all inferior to thoſe who 3 
affect to undervalue them. I am alſo per- 
ſuaded, that though the knowledge of the 
original ſcriptures be very uſeful, yet that 
no point of real importance either to the 
faith or practice of a Chriſtian depends upon, 
or requires a great {kill in criticiſm. The 
goſpel is preached to the poor, and the ' 
Lord knew, that comparatively few of his 
people would be deeply verſed in lan- 


guages. | 


I further beg leave juſt to obſerye, ; that 
though you profeſs moſt ſtrongly to decry 
all human authority in general, becauſe the 
current of it is againſt you, yet you are 
happy to make the moſt of every ſcrap and 
ſhred of it, when it is at all in your favor : 
I allow, that there is great danger in ſetting 


too high a value on any human authority 
whatever; 
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whatever ; yet human authority where it 


keeps its proper place of ſubordination, is 


not- without much uſe even in the inveſti- 
gation of divine truth : therefore where 


faithful ecclefiaſtical hiſtorians, fathers, 


and commentators;* above all where the 
noble army of martyrs, and the holy church 
univerſal throughout the world, are and 


Have been agreed in any point of doctrine 


from the firſt eſtabliſhment of Chriſtianity ; 
though I am far from ſaying their teſtimony 
is infallible, yet 1 mutt fay it is not to be 
lightly regarded, eſpecially ought no one 
man without much fear, diffidence, and 
caution to ſet up his own judgment againſt 
ſo great a cloud of witnefſes. We gene- 
rally find that error and high ſelf-confidence 
go hand in hand, whilſt modeſty and hu- 
mility are the inſeparable companions of 
truth. The meek will he guide in judgment ; 
the meek Till he teach his way. Pfal. xxv. 9. 


When Thuedas aroſe, he booted himſelf 


ta be ſomebody | A], but Paul ſtiled himſelf 
1A} da». all 


the 
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the chief of finners, and * than the leaft of 
all fat nts, 


After all, you will have no d to 
blame me for making too much uſe of hu- 
man authority, as throughout this piece, I 


do not recollect that I have made one quo- 
tation, but what comes directly from the 


fountain of truth, tbe word of God. 


BuT how have you ſucceeded when you 
come to the New Teſtament ? All here is 


negative proof indeed; for with all your 
_ partiality to Polygamy, I bear you witneſs, 


that you have not even made the attempt of 
preſſing a ſingle text into your ſervice. All 
you have done, all you could do, all you 


have endeavored to do, is to ſhew that the 


New Teſtament writings, allowing you 
your own interpretation of them, may be ſo 
explained, as not to forbid Polygamy ; but 
not ſo much as one text is offered to prove 
even the permiſſion of it ——Your grand 


argument Is brought up again, again, again, 


and again, that if God allowed Polygamy 
under the 91 Teſtament, it cannot be 
ſinful 
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ſinful under the New ; and proceeding 
upon this moſt erroneous Hypotheſis, you 
bend and ſtrain every ſcripture which ſtands 
in your way, till you have filenced them 


from ſpeaking what they really do ſpeak, 


and have made them ſpeak juſt what you 
would have them ſpeak. But whilſt ſuch 
bold liberties as theſe are taken with the 
bleſſed word of God, can we wonder that 
the doctrine of tranſubſtantiation, or any 
other popiſh abſurdities are ſwallowed 
down ? Nay, are we to be aſtoniſhed at the 
folly and enthuſiaſm of one in this kingdom, 
who ſome years ſince (you remember well 
the fact) declared he ſhould never die, but 


ſhould be tranſlated as were Enoch and Eli- 


jah. Had any one reaſoned with him on 


his deluſion, might he not have ſaid, & I 


« ſee that two of the Old Teſtament ſaints 
« were tranſlated, therefore tranſlation was 
then agreeable to the mind of God, the 
«© ſcriptures of the New Teſtament are in- 
e tirely ſilent on this head; they leave the 
matter juſt as they found it, therefore, 


why may not J expect alstion as well 


„ as 
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« as Enoch and Elijah? Indeed I think 


not only tranſlation, but navigation, forti- 
cation, or any other ation, might as rea- 
dily be proved from the New Teſtament as 


18 Polygamy ; beſides, that to prove a doctrine 


from the New Teſtament, which you your- 
ſelf allow is not once mentioned in it, is 
I apprehend rather an odd manner of 


en 8· 


Having now, T hope, in ſome meaſure 
cleared the way before me, by removing 
many falſe ideas and miſconceptions, by 
which you ſtrongly incline your teaders in 
favor of your ſyſtem, and indeed in a man- 
ner try to frighten them into a perſuaſion 
that the whole Chriſtian world has hitherto 
been in darkneſs, both in principle and 
practice, on the ſubject in queſtion, and 
that every interpreter of God's word who 

preceded you, has only been ringing povr 
Whittington's bells in their ears, to prevent 
their hearing diſtinctly, what God ſpeaks 
to them in his own written word; I ſhall 
now endeavor by the help of God, to con- 
ſider 
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ſider as briefly as poſlible, the plain obvis - 
ous meaning of ſome texts of ſcripture in 
the New Teſtament, by which you attempt 
to ſupport. your cauſe, though I believe you 
will not deny but you have met with hard 
work before you took your leave of them. 


Tur firſt text J mention is that, Matt. 
v. 28. I ſay unto you, that whoſoever looketh 
on a woman to luſt after her, hath committed 


adultery with her already in his heart. 


Without the leaſt proof as I can ſee in 
your favor, you inſiſt upon it, that the word 
woman here muſt mean a. married woman. 
But why fo? Is there nothing improper in 

a man, whether married or fingle, luſting 
after any ſingle woman or widow? None 
at all upon your ſyſtem, if he means to 
make them his wives. But certainly you 
will not deny that the Greek word yum mu- 
lier, means any woman in general, married 
or unmarried, as much as the word amp, vir 
means any man in general; and therefore 
to confine it to a married woman is to 
make 
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2 make a limitation to ſerve a purpoſe, where 


Still further does this perverſion of ſerip- 
ture appear, in your comment on that im- 
portant text, ver. 32. of the ſame chapter. 
T ſay unto you, that whoſoever ſhall put away 
his wife, except it be for fornication, and ſhall 
marry another, committeth adultery : and 


159% marrieth her which ts put . doth 


commit adultery. 


What labor and pains have you beſtowed, 


to convince your readers that the word axam, 


another, means another man's wife, whe 


[B] My dear friend in his elucidation of this text, 
in order to evade its force, obſerves, that if by a wo- 
man here be meant any woman, then a man may com- 
mit adultery by looking at his own wife. At firſt I 


really felt myſelf hurt at the thought, that one for 
whom J have ſo high a regard, ſhould deſcend to ſuch 


low chicanery, but I preſently recollected, that he had 
been bred to the bar, and therefore paſſed it by with a 


: ſmile. 


But the manner in which * i of Hine 8 
lors | in the ſame place, _—_—_ of a /mile, occafioned , 4 
2 of the head. 


| has 
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has been divorced from her huſband; 
though the word is as general as conſtant 
uſage can make it, and means any other 
woman, whether maid, widow, or wife. 
But then this plain reading of the text, for 
it requires no elucidation, would at once 
overthrow the doctrine of Polygamy ; and 


cut up by the roots your new definition of 


adultery, by proving that a married- man 
may cornmit adultery with a fingle woman. 
You are rather aware indeed of the tauto- 
logy which you put into our. Saviour's 


mouth, by your interpretation of this text, 


but ſtill you try to get over it at all eyents. 
Let us render it as you would have it. 7 


ſay unto you, that wheſorver ſhall put away 
his wife, except it be for fornication, and 
ſhall marry another [that is ſay you, the wife 


of another man] committeth adultery, and 
whoſo marrieth her which is put away, [who 
muſt ſtill be the wife of another man] com- 
mitteth adultery. Such is the tautology, not 
to ſay nonſenſe, which you make to pro- 
ceed out of the mouth of him who ſpate as 
never man ſpale; whereas, take the words 
in their * eaſy fignification, and he that 
runneth 


| 
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tunneth may read, and come to the true 
ſenſe of them. The paſſage is mentioned 
by three evangeliſts, and twice by St. Mat- 
thew ; only in St. Mark it ſtands double, 
and the crime is recorded as reciprocal on 
each ſide. Wheſoever ſhall put away his 
wife, and marry another, committeth adultery 
againſt her. And if a woman ſhall put away 
ber huſband, and be married to another, jhe 
committeth adultery. Now I would obſerve, 
that the word another in the latter verſe, 1s 
the very ſame in the original, when it relates 
to the man, as the word another is in the 
former verſe, when it relates to the woman, 
where you fay, it muſt agree with the antece- 
dent ſubſtantive ywane, wife, only differing 
in gender; ſo that if we admit your con- 
ſtruction in the one caſe, we ought to do it 
in the other, and make the word ann 
agree with its antecedent ſubſtantive #»4x 
huſband, and then the whole paſſage will 
run thus. Whoſoever ſhall put away 
< his wife, and marry another man's wife 
« committeth adultery againſt her; and if 
a woman ſhall put a her huſband, 
“ and marry another woman's huſband, ſhe 

| IS! « committeth 
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* committeth adultery.” The concluſion 
of which interpretation is this, that if any 
man put away his wife (except for fornica- 
tion) and marry another ſingle woman or 
widow, he commits no adultery ; and if a 
woman put away her huſband, and marry 
another ſin gle man or a widower, ſhe com- 
mits no adultery.—Alas ! what will not 
evaſion fly to 


The liberty you take in changing the 
word ea for , mult not paſs unno- 
ticed. I have conſulted all the three evan- 
geliſts where the paſſage is recorded, and no 
ſuch word is to be found: St. Matthew and 
St. Mark both have ae, and St. Luke 
alone uſes the word tree which is nearly 
the ſame as aan another, any other woman; 
but the word axaderz» which you have intro- 
duced, means belonging to another; or when 
joined to yuan the wife of another man. 
Now can we ſuppoſe, that if our Lord 
wiſhed to have his own meaning under- 
ſtood in this moſt important matter, he 
would have uſed an expreſſion which was 
very liable to be miſtaken, and have left it 


t0 
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to you or me to make an amendment in his 
language, by leaving out one word, and ſub- 
ſtituting another ? but inſtead of ſpeaking 
ambiguouſly, he has vouchſafed to give us 
one of the plaineſt expreſſions imaginable, 
and which in its eaſy literal ſenſe is capable 
of no other conſtruction than that which 
our tranſlators have given us. Nor does 
your facetious gentleman's ſtory of the glaſs 
and /eathern bottles, at all make in your fa- 


vor, but quite point blank againſt you; 


though I allow that a joke may ſometimes 
tickle the fancy of the tired' reader, and 
cauſe him to miſtake witticiſm for argu- 
ment. And here I may obſerve, that when 
you were entertaining us with the ſtory of 
Harlequin getting into aquart bottle, (vol. IT. 


p. 352.) you might have added, that he alſo 


jumped down his own throat, which was 
not only advertiſed at the ſame time with 
the quart bottle buſineſs about thirty years 
ago, but I myſelf ſaw it attempted at ons 
of the theatres; though I muſt own with 
not much better ſucceſs than a friend of 
wine attempts to prove, that any woman 
HA wu, 
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whatever, means another man's divorced 


0 wife, ; 
My friend would illuſtrate this by that 


text, 1 Cor. x. 19. dero a ouvudnorns | 
which is tranſlated another man's conſcience; 
but the words are ſtrictly another conſcience, 
and the addition of man's is inſerted by way 
of expletive, and becauſe another conſcience 
and another man's conſcience are ſynoni- 
mous terms, ſeeing no man can have more 
than one conſcience.— But this is no argu- 
ment at all, why another woman muſt mean 
another man's divorced wife, unleſs you can 
prove that every woman living ſtands in that 
predicament. | 


But to return, You will ſay, that our 
Lord in this paſſage is not ſpeaking of Po- 
lygamy, but only of divorce. True, the 
_ queſtion put by the Phariſees, proves that 
he is ſpeaking of divorce ; but in fo doing, 
he is naturally led to ſhew what that crime 
is, for which divorce is lawful, and this is 
adultery; which if there be any meaning 


1 
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in words, he tells us may be committed 
when any married man takes to himſelf any 
other woman beſides his own wife, be that 


other woman as before obſerved; a virgin, 
a widow, or a wife. And if we conſult 
the context, we ſhall perceive that in the 


reaſoning which our Lord makes uſe of, in 
order to ſatisfy the inquiry of the Phariſees 
coricerning divorce, he refers them to the 
original inſtitution of marriage. Have ye 

not read (faith he) that he which made them 
al the beginning, made them male and female, 
and ſaid, for this cauſe fhall a man leave fa- 
ther and mother, and fhall cleave to his wife, 
and they twain ſhall be one fleſh? Wherefore 


| they are no more twain but one fleſh. What 
therefore God hath joined together, let no man 


put aſunder. As if he had ſaid, Know 
ye not that when God created Adam and 
«© Eve, he made the one male and the other 
« female, and ordained that they ſhould 
be faithful to each other, and keep the 


% marriage bed inviolable: from thence-' 


forth therefore, the huſband and the 
wife are no longer to be eſteemed as ſe- 


_ ** parate perſons, but though twain or two 
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* in number, are one fleſh in the fight of 
God z upon which account, a man muſt 
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leave his father and his mother, and muſt 
cleave unto his wife, not only in body, 
but in heart and affection. Therefore 


ye Phariſees do greatly err, when you 


ſuppoſe that it is -lawful for a man to 
put away his wife for every or for any 
cauſe; for though for the hardneſs of 


your hearts this practice was ſuffered by 


the law of Moſes, yet from the begin- 
ning, when God firſt inſtituted the bond 
of marriage, it was otherwiſe, for he 


then made only one man for one woman, 


and one woman for one man, wherefore 


I now tell you, that whoſoever putteth 


away one wife, and marrieth another 
woman in her ſtead, committeth adul- 
tery, and whoſo marrieth her that is put 


away committeth ee 


Certainly, no one can ſay, that this is 
any forced comment upon our Lord's 


words on this very important paſſage, but 


à plain eaſy paraphraſe upon the text, which 
jo far from countenancing, directly mili- 


tates 
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fates againſt Polygamy, _ actually con- 
demns it as adultery. 


After much pains indeed, to ſtate a diſ- 
tinction between the huſband and wife being 
legally two, and numerically two, you ſeem 
to wonder at what you call the legerdemain 
of thoſe, who ſuppoſe that the huſband and 


wife mean only two perſons, or te and no 


more. But ſurely, the art of legerdemain is 
much more to be admired in him, who can 
change o. d they two, into they three or 
they four, juſt as he pleaſes, and who by 
the ſame art can reduce Solomon and his ſe- 
ven hundred wives into « Jv they twarn. 


le apoſtle Paul alludes to that original 
text, Gen. ii. 24. in his Epiſtle to the 
Epbeſians, ch. v. 31. Where he is treat- 
ing of the love and union which ought to 
ſubſiſt between the huſband and the wife. 
For this cauſe ſhall a man leave his father and 
his mother, and ſhall be joined to his wife, and 
they too ſhall be one fleſh. And then he 
adds, This is @ great miſtery, but I fpeak 
Concerning . and bbe church. No- 

thing 
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thing can be clearer, nothing more reſtric- 
tive of one man to one woman, and one 
woman to one man, than theſe words of 


the apoſtle.—But my friend would draw a 


concluſion in his fayor from this text, by 
obſerving, that the church or ſpouſe of 
Chriſt, being made up of many members, 
and having only one huſband, therefore the 
analogy between Chriſt and his church 1s 
much better ſupported by the Polygamiſt than 
by the Monogamiſt.—But he ſhould recol- 
lect, that though the believers which con- 


ſtitute the ſpouſe of Chriſt, are indeed 


many when conſidered ixdividually, yet 
when conſidered collectively, in which light 
the ſcripture always does conſider them, 
they are ſtill only one BODY; unleſs 
therefore, my friend can prove, (what the 
amorous Polygamiſt would not with him to 


prove) that a man may have three or four 


wives, and theſe wives have but one body 


among them, the argument on which he 


hangs his concluſion, is no better than a 
rotten rope, which being pulled too tight, 
ſnaps in the middle, and down drops Poly- 
£2mp. | 


1 N J in- 
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1 intended in this place to have intro- 
duced a comment or paraphraſe upon the 
whole ſeventh chapter of St. Paul's firſt 
Epiſtle to the Corynthians, but confidering 
how much I had already ſaid on that chap- 
ter a few pages back, let me only intreat 
the reader to lay down my book and take 
* up a better,” and let him turn to that 
chapter as it came in perfect purity out of 
God's own hands, unmixed by paraphraſes, 
or unadulterated with human comments ; 
and when he has read the whole of it 


throughout, let him ceaſe to wonder if he- 


can, that there ever exiſted a man of ſenſe, 
learning, and piety, who could believe that 
chapter, and yet maintain Polygamy. 


Saffer me however, juſt to aſk a few 


queſtions on thoſe words, Defraud ye not 
one the other except it be with conſent for a 
time, 


1. Can more than two perſons poſſibly 
be included in thoſe wards, & one the 


f* othere - 


2dly, 
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- -2dly, Is not the conſent of the wife as 
much included as the conſent of the huſ- 
band, in the apoſtle's injunction? 


3dly, Does not a huſband more effectu- 
ally defraud a wife of the rights of the mar- 
riage bed, by taking another woman, than by 
continence ? In the former caſe he defrauds 
her poſitively; in the latter only negatzvely. 
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Athly, Was there ever an affectionate wife 
in the world that would give her free con- 
ſent to be ſo defrauded ? 


Nov remember my requeſt, and read the 
chapter throughout with reyerence and at- 
tention. 


11 8 


e ere 

D 4 2 
re : 
—— — 


THERE is yet one text of ſcripture, which 

as you ſeem to lay much ſtreſs upon, I 
thall beg particularly to conſider. The 
words are found, Tit. i. 6. If any (i. e. if 
any elder) be the huſband of one wife, From 
hence you conclude, that as by the apoſtle's 
direction the elders were to be choſen out 
of thoſe who were huſbands of one wife, 
therefore there muſt certainly be among 
the 
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the Chriſtian laity many who had mare 
wives than one. But we may juſt as well 
infer, that becauſe the elder women were to 
be ſelected out of thoſe who had each of 
them been the wife of one man, (1 Tim. 
v. 9.) therefore there were many other 
Chriſtian women who had more huſbands 
than one. The words directly anſwer to 
one another in both places. The huſband of 
one wife, or of one woman ; and the wife of 
one huſband, or of one mar, and the pur- 
poſes for which they were choſen, were in 
many caſes the ſame [C]; fo that as you 
interpret the one text with regard to the 
woman, who was to be choſen as a dea- 
coneſs from among the widows, that ſhe 
muſt be one who had only been once mar- 
ried; ſo you muſt alſo interpret the other 
text which relates to the man, (whether 

prieſt or deacon) that he muſt be choſen - 
out of ſuch as had only been once married. 
—But you ſay that text, 1 Tim. V. 9. 
which relates to the widow, is in the paſt 

tenſe, having been the wife of one man, 


C] More particularly where the man was choſen to 
the office of a deacon. See 1 Tim. ill. 12. 


whereas 
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whereas the text Tit. i. 6. is in the pre- 


ſent tenſe, if any be the huſband of one wife, 


I anſwer, that if this had not been the caſe, 
the woman would not have been a widow, 
but a wife, whereas the choice was to be 
made, of ſuch an one as had been, not of 
ſuch as then was, the wife of one man, be- 
cauſe a married woman being in ſubjection 
to the law of ber. huſband, and at his diſ- 
poſal, could not ſo properly attend to the 


affairs of the church, where ſhe was to be 
employed in performing different offices of 


relief and kindneſs to the ſick and diſtreſſed 


members of it, as a widow could: whereas 


the objection did not lie fo ſtrongly on the 
man's fide, whoſe province it 1s not to take 


upon him the care of houſhold matters : 
But ſtill the difference of tenſe, makes no 


difference of ſenſe, in the point before us, 
and therefore, what the paſſage means in 
the one place it means in the other, viz. 
that both the man and the woman ſhould 
only have been once married, that they 
might attend to the affairs of the church 
with leſs diſtraction, by not being burdened 
with family encumbranees,——And here, L 

1225 muſt 


* 
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muſt further obſerve, that in paraphraſing 
on theſe texts, you have made ſome con- 

ceſſions which are not very friendly to the 


doctrine you eſpouſe, I mean that of Poly- 


gamy ; (for it evidently appears by the chain 
and connection of both your volumes, that 
this is the great Diana which you would ſet 
up, and for the ſake of which the whole was 
written) for you grant that the man to be 
choſen to be a biſhop or preſbyter, ought 
not to have two wives at a time. But why 
not? can that be wrong under the goſpel, 
which was right under the law? Is Paul 
come to contradict Moſes ? Elkanah the 
prieſt, notwithſtanding he had all the duties 
of his office to attend to, had two wives at 


a time, and why may not any Chriſtian prieſt | 


or preſbyter have the ſame? Thus ought 
you to reaſon, if you would be conſiſtent 
with yourſelf, elſe you immediately deitroy 
the building which you have all along been 
attempting to ſet up, That whatſoever 
God allowed under the Old Teſtament 
«© diſpenſation, he cannot difallow under 
* the New.” Your argument therefore, 
once more proyes too much, and lays you 
50 under 


| 
| 
| 
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under the neceſſity either of allowing Poly- 
gamy on the woman's ſide, or of diſallow- 
ing it on the man's: or otherwiſe, you are 
conſtrained to grant, that God for wiſe rea- 
ſons has thought fit to forbid a plurality of 
wives to his miniſters under the goſpel, 
though he permitted it under the law. If 
you ſtill urge that this prohibition was 
more eſpecially confined to the diſtreſſed or 
infant ſtate of the church, I will not diſpute 
the point with you; but this is a further 
argument in my favor, and verifies my aſ- 
ſertion, That God as ſovereign of his 
« creatures, has full right to diſallow and 
c forbid at one period, what he allows and 
„ even commands at another, according as 
«© he ſees fit that times and circumſtances 
« ſhould alter; and that ſtill God changeth 
c not, neither in his own nature, nor in 
« his will, ſince the one great end he has 
« in view is his own glory, and the good 


« of his church and people.” 


Havinc endeavored to reſtore ſeveral 
texts of ſcripture to their original meaning, 
which appeared to me to be manifeſtly diſ- 

| torted 
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torted by your explanation of them in favor 
of Polygamy, I proceed to make a few ſhort 
obſervations on what you have faid more 
particularly relative to marriage. 


Mos r juſtly you condemn the church of 
Rome for her unſcriptural injunctions of 
celibacy, as well as ſome of the primitive 
fathers, for their unauthorized declamations 
againſt ſecond marriages : but it is eaſy to 
conceive, that theſe errors might be adopted, 
by extending thoſe paſſages of ſcripture to 
after-periods of the church, which were 
only deſigned for the primitive and diſtreſ- 
ſed ages of it, which will therefore admit of 
ſome excuſe, though not for the church of 
Rome, yet for the earlieſt fathers who lived 
in thoſe ages, for what they have advanced 
in thoſe points; and certainly our Lord and 
his apoſtles, more eſpecially St. Paul in the 
_ ſeventh chapter of the firſt Epiſtle to the 
Corinthians, do under particular circum- 
ſtances, and where the caſe of the parties 
will admit of it, give the preference to a 
_ ſingle life, and encourage widows and wi- 
dowers not to embark again in the married 
| | ſtate, 
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Nate, without they find themſelves undef 
the neceſſity of ſo doing. Some humble 
apology therefore may be made, though 
not for Rome herſelf, yet for the primi- 
tive fathers who have written ſuch extrava- | 
gant encomiums of virginity, by refleting, 
that they lived in thoſe very times for 
which all thoſe texts which ſpeak in favor 
of it were intended; but although in after- 
ages ſuperſtition ſo far kept the throne, that 
ſhe attributed I know not what merit to an 
unnatural celibacy, and even ordained ſan- 
guinary laws for the puniſhment of prieſts 
who ſhould marry, in dire& defiance of 
God's great command, 2 aud multi- 
ply; ſtill this proves nothing” but that ſu- 
perſtition is, and always will be ſuperſti- 
tion, but it adds not the weight of a grain 
to your arguments in favor of Polygamy: 
on the contrary, I ſhould not wonder, if it 
were to be urged againſt you, perhaps many 
years hence, That amidſt the various cor- 
« ruptions and ſuperſtitions which from 
time to time infeſted the Chriſtian church, 
45 relative to divorce, marriage, celibacy, 


66 &c, 
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t Kc. at laſt in the eighteenth century, 
& flouriſhed one Martin Madan, a perſon of 
great learning, judgment, and piety, who 
&« being determined to run as far as he could 
« from the Romiſh church in theſe points, 
& leaped into the other extreme, and actu- 
« ally wrotetwo volumes in defence of Po- 
« lygamy.” But I hope the eccleſiaſtical 
writer will immediately add, that being 
% convinced of his error, he recanted it 
« with true Chriſtian candor and contrition 
te of heart.“ | 


Whilſt I am on this ſubject, I cannot 
help obſerving how repeatedly you have 
brought up that ſtatute of Henry VIII. 
which enacted, that no prieſt ſhould marry 
on pain of death. And what is the conclu- 
ſion you with to draw from it ? Why, that 
from the unſcriptural abſurdity of that ſta- 
tute, a direct contrary one ought to be 
enacted, and that becauſe no prieſt might 
then be permitted to marry one wife, now 
any layman at leaſt, ſhould have the liberty 
of marrying two or more; which is juſt as 
I good 
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good reaſoning, as if I were to ſay, that if 
that parliament had been abſurd enough to 
paſs a law that every prieſt ſhonld have his 
noſe cut off, therefore another act ought 
now to paſs, for any layman to have two 
or more noſes [DJ. Or becauſe the French 
capuchin friar you mention told you, it was 
contrary to the rules of his order ever to 
wear a pair of ſhoes at all; therefore it was 
now proper and expedient for a man to wear 
two or three pair at once. 


But leaving the fooleries and extravagan- 


cies of popery to thoſe who chooſe to be 


[D] So far is the credulity of popery from ſuppoſing 
that a prieſt may not well enough exiſt without a noſe, 
that it can even believe a prieſt may live without a head. 
—W hoeyer has viſited the convent of St. Dennis near 
Paris, has ſeen the image of that Saint in filver with 
his head in his own hands; and has been told with a 
very grave face, by the eccleſiaſtic who ſhews the trea- 
fares of the church, that St. Dennis (from whom the | 
convent takes its name) having ſuffered decapitation- | 
for the ſake of religion, afterwards took up his head in | 
his hands, and carried it from Paris to the place where | | 
the monaſtery now ſtands, which if I remember right, 
is a diſtance of about fix miles. 


amuſed 
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imuſed with them, I paſs on to a circum- 
ſtance which you mention, vol. I. 212, note, 
concerning ſome of our principal reformers, 
at the head of whom you have deſervedly 
placed that great champion of the Proteſ- 
tant faith, Martin Luther. I mean, their 
e unanimous agreement at Wittemberg, that 
e it was not contrary to the divine law, 
* for a man to have two wives at once.“ 
On which authority you inform us, that 
Philip, Landgrave of Heſſe, actually married 
a ſecond wife, his firſt being alive. 


The caſe of the Landgrave of H:fſe was 
a very particular one, and is taken from.an 
authority which you do not much chooſe to 
avow. If I judge right you have gathered 
it from Polygamia Triumphatrix, p. 574. A 
performance which I perceive has been of 
ſignal uſe to you. The fact was, that the 
wife of the Landgrave found herſelf for eſ- 
pecial reaſons incapable of cohabiting with 
ber own huſband, and he found himfelf 
| undera ſcriptural neceſſity of tate | 
i bacy. To deſcend to the minutiz of this 


2 matter, 
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matter, would lead me into a diſſertation 
which I am ſure the delicate reader would 
wiſh me to avoid : ſuffice it fay in general, 
that they could not live together as man and 


wife. The caſe was referred to the conſi- 


deration of the proteſtant divines, among 
whom were Luther, Melanchton, and Bucer, 
who after great deliberation and caution and 
not without much diffidence, delivered their 
opinion, that ander ſuch circumſtances, the 
Landgrave might be permitted to take ano- 
ther wife. 


But though I have examined various parts 
of that laborious treatiſe (Pol. Tri.) I cannot 
any where diſcover the quotation you have 
brought and marked with inverted commas, 
as put by way of a queſtion, to the aforeſaid 
divines at Wittemberg, Whether for a 
man to have two wives at once was con- 


.*< trary to the divine law?” Nor do I ſee 


any thing of their unanimous anſwer, ** That 
c jt wasnot;” therefore I hope if you pub- 
liſh another edition of Thelyphthora, you 
will tell us from what ſource you have de- 
rived 


A 


of 
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rived your authority for this propoſition 
to the divines, and their unanimous reply 
to it. 


But farely Luther inſtead of being that 
firm inflexible and ſteady character he was 
ever eſteemed to be, muſt have been the 
molt puſillanimous, wavering, and inconſiſt- 


ent of all mortals, if he had delivered the 


opinien you charge him with, if the cir- 
cumſtances of the caſe had not been very 
particular: for looking over John Sleidan's 
hiſtory of the Reformation in Germany, in 
order to ſee if any thing was mentioned 
there concerning the caſe you allude to of 


Philip, Landgrave of Heſſe, though I met 


with nothing at all on that head through- 
out the whole book, yet I found the follow- 
ing remarkable paſſages from a work of Lu- 


ther's (which had the full approbation of 
Melanchton, Bucer, and the other proteſ- 
tant divines) relative to the Anabaprijts of 
that time which will clearly ſhew what was 
the opinion of thoſe great reformers on the 
matter of Polygamy. | | 
14 6 I'd. 
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« The evil Spirit who endeavors to de- 
e ſtroy the Chriſtian religion, does not 
* uſually make choice of Polygamy for the 
e compaſling his deſigns, he knows the in- 
famy and wickedneſs of ſuch a practice 
* is ſo notorious that all men abhor it.“ 


Again. © To marry as many wives as 
ce his lewdneſs has a mind to, can be the 
* contrivance of none but ſome raw un- 
& practiced devil.“ 

Now from theſe extracts which I have 
tranſcribed verbatim, can any man in the 
world ſuppoſe, that Luther, Melanchton, 
and Bucer, at the very ſame period that they 
were condemning Polygamy in ſuch ſevere 
terms among the Anabapriſts, were abet- 
ting and encouraging it in the Landgrave 
of Heſſe ? The thought is ſo abſurd and ex- 
travagant, that it cannot be harbored for a 
moment : -I would therefore humbly pro- 
| poſe an amendment in your words, * this 
proves what they thought” {viz. what 
Luther, Bucer, and Melanchton thought on 
85 the 
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the matter of Polygamy] but by no means 
that they thought right, and would inſert 
in their ſtead, This proves what I would 


have them think, but by no means what 
they did think.” 


The above-named learned, pious, and 
faithful hiſtorian John Sleidan giving an 
account of that peſtilent ſe& called Ana- 
baptiſts, (which was totally different from 
thoſe we now call Baptiſts) tells us, that 
ce they introduced Polygamy ;” that John 
of Leyden their chief leader or king, com- 
manded his twelve teachers to declare, 
ce that a man was not obliged to confine 


„ himſelf to one wife, but might marry as 


«© many as he pleaſed; that thereupon 
„they harangued upon matrimony from 
« their pulpits for three days together ; 
* ſoon after which, he (Jobn of Leyden) 
married no leſs than three wives. That 
«© molt of their party had no leſs than five 
wives a man. That this impious wretch 
ho was their principal prophet, made one 

12 «1 60 of 
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** of his wives kneel down and beheaded her 
* with his own hands in the market place.” 


How am I grieved to find my worthy 
friend in ſuch company.] but indeed I can 
ſee no difference between his doctrine and 
theirs in the point of Polygamy, only that 
| theſe people did not go ſuch lengths as to 
take their wives before they were married 
to them by an external ceremony, whereas 
he explodes every thing of this ſort a as ſu- 
perſtitious Fee 


We differ very little if at all, in our ſen- 
timents on the marriage act. I have long 
conſidered it not only as moſt inimical to 
the intereſts. of the nation, but as ſtanding 
in direct oppoſition to thoſe great com- 
mands of God himſelf, Be fruiiſul and mul- 
tiply. Thoſe whom God hath joined ee 
let no man put aſunder. 


Whether or no the mere intercourſe of a 
man with a virgin conſtitute a marriage in 
the ſight of God, I will not diſpute with 
1 you. 
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you. Certainly, the man in ſuch caſe, 
ought by the law of God, to make her his 
wife, as I have elſewhere obſerved : yet, I 
think it both a dangerous and an unſcrip- 
tural poſition to ſay, that ſhe really is his 
wife, independent of any law or ceremony 
whatever : which law or ceremony, how- 
ever it may vary, according to times, cir- 
cumſtances, and the cuſtom of different na- 
tions, is that folemn act of recognition which 
binds the parties together, making them 
one in a legal or political ſenſe, and diſtin- 
guiſhing their intercourſe from that of brute 
beaſts. | | * cis | 


When God created our firſt parents in 
Paradiſe, he did not leave the man to take 
the woman to be his wife; but it is faid, 
* God brought the woman to the man.” It 
is true, this act, form, or ceremony, call 
it which you will, was immediately between 
God and the parties, but ſtill as, our firſt 
parents alone were then created, it was the 
only one that could exiſt, and therefore your 
remark, that there was no prieſt on the oc- 

155 caſion 
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caſion was totally needleſs. To this form 


or ceremony however, moſt civilized and in- 


deed even uncivilized nations ſeem to have 
had reſpe& in their marriages from that 
time; and particularly our own church, by 
appointing a perſon who is uſually called 


_ the father, (whether he be really fo or not) 


to give the woman to the man, and I ap- 
prehend it-is in alluſion to this original form 
and inſtitution, that the author of the zwo 


fermons ſo much quoted (and ſo much diſ- 


approved) by you, ſays, that the prieſt or 
miniſter now ads in God's ſtead, by receiv- 
ing the woman from the father's hand, and 
delivering her to her intended huſband : 
And I remember to have once ſeen a Jew's 
wedding at Amſterdam, where beſides ſeveral 
other ceremonies, ſomething of the ſame 
form was obſerved. | 


8 Here I muſt beg leave to ſtate another 


caſe for your ſolution. 


Suppoſe a woman to have been ſeduced 
by any man, whether married or ſingle; or 
ſuppoſe 
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ſuppoſe ſhe freely conſents to give herſelf 
up for a time to any man; let us go further 
ſtill, and ſuppoſe ſhe were even a common 
proſtitute : afterwards ſhe is truly ſorry and 
penitent for what ſhe has done. Now 
ought ſuch a woman to marry, (though I 
can hardly yet tell what you mean by the 
word) or muſt ſhe for ever live unmarried ? 
If you ſay ſhe may lawfully marry, then 
what becomes of your own definition of mar- 
riage, ſeeing by that definition ſhe was in 
the fight of God, the true wife of the firſt 
man who was connected with her, and con- 
ſequently if ſhe have commerce with any 
other ſhe is an adultereſs, and the man with 
whom ſhe has that commerce is an adulterer. 
If you ſay ſhe may not marry any other 
man than him who was firſt connected with 
her, then in all probability you condemn 
the poor creature to all the temptations of 
a ſingle life. So that in the one caſe lewd- 
neſs and adultery, in the other celibacy and 
depopulation muſt be the effect of your 
ſyſtem. | | 


But 


FCC 
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But I avoid any further diſputation on 
this point, eſpecially as you perfectly agree 
with me on the propriety and expediency of 
ſome outward recognition of marriage before 
the world, for the purpoſes of civil ſociety; 
and as I heartily acquieſce with you, that 


whether this be done by an eccleſiaſtic, or 


by a juſtice of the peace, as it was in the 
laſt century, is of no eſſential impor- 
tance. 


Before I diſmiſs this ſubject, I cannot 
help taking notice, that under your chapter 
of marriage, you bring your favorite text to 
ſhew that nothing can be added to or di- 
miniſbed from a marriage in the fight of 


God, when there has been an act of union 


in the parties; which text however rather 
contradicts than confirms your aſſertion. 


The words are theſe: If a man entice a maid 


that 1s not betrothed, and lie with her, he 
fhall ſurely endow her to be bis wife. If her 


father utterly refuſe to give her unto him, he 


ſhall pay money according to the drory of vir- 


gins 
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gins[E]. But if ſhe were really his wife 
before in the ſight of God, by the act which 
had paſſed between them, it was not in the 4 _— 
father's power to ſet up his own againſt the 

divine authority. So that either ſhe was 
not his wife, or elſe the inſtitution of God 
gave place to the will of the father. —This 
ſeems a clear proof that ſomething elſe be- 
ſides the mere knowledge of a woman's 
perſon was neceſſary to conſtitute a marriage 

under the Jewiſh law; not to mention that 
the words he ſhall endow ber to be his wife, 
plainly intimate that ſhe was not his wife 
till ſuch endowment, notwithſtanding the 
intercourſe he had had with her. 


The like may be ſaid in the caſe of the 
woman of Samaria, who had had five bu 
bands, and when our Lord held his con- 
ference with her, was living with one who 
was not her huſband. But why not her 
huſband, if the five firſt were dead, and the 
preſent one had taken poſſeſſion of her per- 


DLE] Exod. xx1. 16, 17. 
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ſon ? Upon your plan, nothing elſe was 
neceſſary to make them man and wife: You 
therefore very unfairly, becauſe without the 
leaſt authority, ſuppoſe that one of the five 


firſt was then living. 


Since I wrote the above, I have looked a 
ſecond time into the Monthly Review for 
October 1780, and muſt acknowledge that 
what the Reviewers have ſaid concerning 
our Lord's conference with the woman of 
Samaria, is ſo much more to the purpoſe, 
and ſo much better expreſſed than in my 
own words, that I beg to refer the reader 
to their remarks. 


In the Review for the next month, is 
alſo a very ſatisfactory ſolution of the text, 
Deut. xxi. 15. Va man have two wives, 


one beloved, and another hated, and they have 
born him children, both the beloved and the 


hated ; and if the firſt born ſon be her's that 

was hated : Then it ſhall be, when he maketh 

hrs fons to inherit that which he hath, that 
be 
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he may not make the ſon of the beloved firſt- 
born before the ſon of the hated, which is in- 
deed the firft-born : but he ſhall acknowledge 
the fon of the hated for the firſt-born, by 
giving him à double portion of all that he 
bath, Tc 


As our preſent tranflation of this paſſage 
coincides with Mr. Madan's opinion, he is 
happy to admit it; had it been otherwiſe, 
he would have ſheltered himſelf under the 
ving of his favorite commentator Montanus, 
who renders the words, cum fuerint viro due 
uxores, If there ſhall have been to a man 
two wives; or if a man SHALL HAVE 
HAD two wives; by which verſion there 
is no proof at all that he had the two wives 
both at once. Nay, theſe words, her's 
that wwas hated (not that 7s hated) being 
in the paſt tenſe imply the contrary. But 
admitting that he had, ſtill the text carries 
not with it the leaſt glimpſe of an appro- 
bation of Polygamy on God's part, but is, 
merely directory of what ſhall be done with 
the children by each wife It is faid, 

: | Exod. 
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Exod. xxii. 2, 3. 1f @ man ſhall fteal an o 
or a ſheep and kill it or ſell it, he ſhall re- 
fare five oxen for an ox, and four ſheep for a 
ſheep. But we have juſt the ſame reaſon to 
fay, that God approves of ſheep-ſtealing, as 
thathe approves of Polygamy, becauſe in both 
caſes he gives directions what ſhall be done: 
in the one caſe, the thief was to make reſtitu- 
tion; in the other, the Bigamiſt was not 
to add one evil to another, by diſinheriting 
the eldeſt ſon of the hated wife, and giving 
his ſubſtaace to the ſon of the favorite 


wiſe. 


I cannot take my leave of what the Re- 
viewers have ſaid on Thelyphthora, with- 
out remarking, that I think thoſe gentle- 
men have born rather too hard on Mr. Ma- 
dan, in ſuppoſing that he was guilty of any 
want of reverence either intended or not 
intended, towards Chriſt or towards the ja- 
cred ſcriptures, becauſe he ſays, that if it 
could be proved that in any one inſtance, 
* Chriſt added to or diminiſhed from the 
« law of God, by ordaining any thing con- 
: trary 
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trary to or inconſiſtent with it, it would be 
making him a greater impoſtor than Ma- 
homet.” I doubt not, but Mr. Madan 
ſo far from thinking that that ſuch an 
expreſſion. might excite emotions of 
mdignation or diſguſt,” meant by this for- 
cible language againſt the idea of ſetting 
Chriſt and the divine law at variance to ſhew 
his own high veneration for both.—And 
indeed when we conſider that the apoſtle 
Tohn teſtifying his zeal againſt jnfidelity, 
ſays, he that believeth not God hath made 
him a har, I think Mr. Madan's mode of 
ſpeech is very juſtifiable on ſcripture autho- 
rity. Upon which account I ſhould hope 
that the Reviewers, if they think there 4 
any argument in what I advance, would 
candidly retract what they have ſaid of my 
miſtaken, but ſtill worthy friend, (againſt 
whom they certainly have ſufficient advan- 
tage in other points) for having uttered, 
what at the firſt peruſal they judged to be 
ſhocking and indecent, and tending to wound © 
the ear of the modeſt and humble Chr: nian. 
But if they ſhould ſtill retain their opinion, 


K I hope 
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I hope they will pardon me for the liberty 
J have taken in endeavoring to vindicate 


one for whom I profeſs a ſincere regard, ſo 


far as I believe his intention to have been 
good, and his words . of a favorable 
conſtruction. | 


Still another obſervation occurs to me 


on the text, Exod. xxii. 16, 17. which 


being nearly the ſame with that, Deut. xxii. 
28, 29. I ſhall juſt mention what I have 
to ſay on them both together in this place, 
though perhaps I ſhould have been rather 


more methodical in doing it in another. 


I have before remarked, that theſe texts ra- 


ther contain a part of the judicial law, in 


the midſt of which they ſtand recorded, 
than of the moral; and ſhew that the com- 


mand of God which enjoined, that F a 
man had enticed a maid and humbled her, he 


' ſhoull make her his wife, and not put her 


away all his days, was rather intended as a 
puniſhment to be inflicted on the offender 
tor his baſeneſs and lewdneſs, than as a 
ſanction given by God to Polygamy. —But 

whether 


#2 
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whether this law was ever enforced when 
the man was a married man, remains yet to 
be proved. You have indeed taken much 
pains to demonſtrate that a man here muſt 
mean any man, married or not married, be- 
cauſe your ſyſtem cannot ſtand without it : 
But if I allow this, how can you diſallow 
that 2 woman means any woman, married or 
not married ? and yet you abſolutely refuſe 
to grant this, in your interpretation of that 
text, Whoſocever looketh on a woman to luft 
after her, hath committed adultery with her 
already in his heart ; as alſo where it is ſaid, 
Whoſoever ſhall put away his wife and marry 
_ another committeth adultery. In both theſe 
inſtances you inſiſt that 2 woman muſt mean 
a married woman only, becauſe otherwiſe 
| Polygamy cannot ſtand. | 


Tux more 1 9 the primitive inſti- 
tution of marriage, the mpre I am con- 
vinced that Polygamy is not leſs contrary 
to the law ef nature, than to the law of 
God: for 


K 2 „ 
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I. One woman only was created' and 
given for the uſe. and comfort of one man, 
whilſt that man and woman were in a ſtate 
of innocence in Paradiſe; and it is the bu- 
fineſs of Chriſtianity. to call us back as much 
as 8 to that ſtate. 6 


II. When God paged the world a ſe- 
cond time, after the flood, it was without 
Polygamy, four men and four women only, 
who were wives to Noah and his three ſons, 
were. commanded to go into the ark [F]; 
and from them was the whole earth 


peopled. 


III. Without entering into a minute diſ- 
cuſſion of your calculations concerning the 
exact number of males and females which 
are born in different nations, I believe it is 
a matter generally agreed on, that the males 
throughout the world are nearly one fifth 
more than the females [G]; ſo that if Po- 

[F] Gen. vii. 13. | 

[G] Stiſſmileh Provoſt of St. Peter's at Berlin, made 
a calculation ſome years ago, by which it appeared, 
that throughout the King of Pruſſia's dominions, there 
were about 105 males to 100 females. 


lygamy 
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 Iygamy were univerſally practiſed, numbers 
of women muſt of neceſſity go without huſ- 
bands, and thereby God's great deſign of 
forming the ſexes for each other, muſt be 
MIS: 


IV. If no man can ſerve two maſters, be- 
cauſe he will love the one and hate the other, 
or elſe he will hold to the one and deſpiſe the 
other; how much leſs can one man love, 
cheriſh, and comfort alike two wives ? This 
ſeems fo abſolutely impoſſible, that I ſee 
not how any thing like God's original ap- 
pointment of marriage and the mutual hap- 
pineſs of man and wife, can be 1 
upon the principles of Polygathy ; ; nay, ſo 
far from it, that it appears to me, that the 
only happy marriages, or rather the leaſt 
unhappy ones, muſt be thoſe where there is 
the moſt indifference between the parties ; 
for where there is true love and affection, 
jealouſy, if it finds ground to reſt on, will 
be hard at work, and that being the moſt 
- tormenting of all paſſions, whatever is the 
cauſe of exciting it, had better be abſent 
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than preſent, conſequently the woman's ha- 
tred of her huſband would make her leſs 
miſerable than her love for him. For any 
one to aſſert that a woman may have a true 
love and affection for her huſband, and yet 
feel no jealouſy at ſeeing him attached and 
given up to another, is at once to prove him- 
ſelf totally deſtitute of all ſenſibility, and 


ignorant of all the workings of human na- 


ture. If therefore no man can (as before 
obſerved) ſerve two maſters, there 1s ſtill a 
greater impoſſibility that one man ſhould, 
in the ſcriptural ſenſe of the expreſſion, 
cleave ta more than one wife at a time, 
viz. in heart, ſpirit, 238 affection, as 
well as by a bodily union. Of this you 
are ſenſible, and therefore you would con- 
fine this cleaving to the wife merely to the 
latter, which certainly does not carry with 


1t that purity of ſentiment which the ſcrip- 
ture language means to convey, and which 


is well illuſtrated by cleaving unto the Lord: 
i. e. having communion and fellowſhip with 


him ; in which ſenſe only the union be- 


tween 
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tween the huſband and wife is compared 


with that which ſubſiſts e Chriſt and 
his church. | 


In all theſe inſtances the law of God, 
and the law of nature are fo blended toge- 
ther, that they cannot be ſeparated. 


I cannot come to a concluſion without 
making ſome few obſervations on the adver- 
tiſement which immediately follows the 
title of your book. I mean not however 
to call in queſtion what you ſay of the in- 
portance or of the intereſting tendency of 
your TREATISE, nor whether you have in- 
deed ſo mixed © the utile dulcz as to have 
avoided that #:reſome dryneſs which uſually 
attends treatiſe-writing, and to have intro- 
duced much variety of entertaining matter.” 
This affects not the grand queſtion at all: 
therefore you are to think of your Tux- 
' LYPHTHORA on theſe points, juſt as you 
pleaſe, and your readers will think of them 
as they pleaſe, What I Ne ater againſt in 

. | that 
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that advertiſement, is a very poſitive aſſer- 
tion, which ſeems hung out in the fron- 
tiſpiece, in order to ſtrike the reader with 
horror, and to prejudice him in your favor, 
that in the eye of our municipal laws, 
« women are of leſs conſequence than the 
*© beaſts of the field; for it is ſs penal to 
ſeduce, defile, and abandon to proſtitu- 
* tion and ruin a thouſand women mar- 
« ried or unmarried, than to ſteal, kill, or 
even maliciouſly to maim or wound an ox 
% or a ſheep.” In proof of this you refer 
to 22 and 23 Car. II, ch. 7, &c.—9 Geo. I. 
ch. 22.—1T had like to have ſaid, that there 
is a moſt palpable fal/ity in this aſſertion, 
but I will recall the word, and inſtead of 
falfity we will read fallacy. It is true, the 
above ſtatutes make it felony to ſteal, kill, 
or maliciouſly wound an ox or a ſheep, but 
what proof is this, that women are of 
* leſs conſequence than the beaſts of the 
field? or indeed where is the analogy 
between our laws relative to the one and ta 
the other, unleſs you can demonſtrate 
from the acts which you have quoted, that 
2 1 


A 


£ 
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it is leſs criminal to feal, kill, or malicionfly 
wound a wife or virgin, than to fleal, kill, 
or maliciouſiy wound an ox or a ſheep? Suffer 
me therefore to inform you, that the per- 

ſons of all women are fo amply protected 
by our municipal laws, and their chaſtity. 
is held fo facred, that not only the viola- 
tion of it againſt their will is death to the 
offender without benefit of clergy, but even 
an attempt to commit a rape, is puniſhable 
by one of the moſt ignominious ſentences 
that can be inflicted, viz. ſtanding on the 
pillory, and this protection is not only ex- 
tended to a wife or a virgin, but even to the 

moſt abandoned proſtitute; and if the fe- 

male be under ten years of age, then, even 
though ſhe ſhould conſent to the act, the 
corrupter of her is adjudged to forfeit his 
life. Where the females are of marriage- 
able age, whether they themſelves be mar- 
Tried or not, though they ſhould have had 
an intercourſe with any man by their freeſt 
conſent, ſtill ſuch man is liable to be ſe- 
verely fined, and to pay damages 1n propor- 
tion to his ability to the father or huſband of 
| | -.- 
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the woman. To all this may be added, 
that to keep a brothel is puniſhable by fine, 
impriſonment, or pillory, according to the 
ſentence of the court before which the 
pry has been tried and convicted, | 


It may indeed appear rather 6 
ous for a country juſtice of the peace (and 
I confeſs, we are moſt of us a very blun- 
dering wrong-headed tribe) to pretend to 
remind you who are ſo well ſkilled in all 
parts of our conſtitution of theſe things ; 
but as we ourſelyes are ſeldom above receiv- 
ing our inſtructions from our clerks, and 
are ready to ſign (without reading) whatever 
they put before us, I flatter myſelf you 
will not think I mean to call in queſtion 
your knowledge of, or acquaintance with 
any of the eſtabliſhed laws of the nation, 
becauſe I juſt take the liberty of whiſper- 
Ing in your ear, what our clerks ſo fre- 
quently do to us, © Perhaps your worſhip 
« does not immediately recollect that ſuch 
* and ſuch a ſtatute fays ſo and ſo”. 


After 
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After all, there are certain caſes where-: 
in we have reaſon to lament. that our 
laws puniſh petty offenders with the utmoſt 
rigor, whilſt the moſt notorious villains are 
ſuffered to go free. And yet it is not poſ- 
fible for the wiſeſt legiſlature to guard 
againſt this, nor is it owing to any defect 
in our preſent ſyſtem, that it is ſo. The 
cauſe of this evil lies in the corrupt ſtate 
of human nature. The cure muſt be 
looked for only at the hand of divine 
grace. Among theſe is the puniſhing with 
death, the afflicted wretch who ſteals mo- 
ney, goods, or even meat to ſupport life 
to the value of one ſhilling, whilſt the far 
greater robbers who increaſe their hoards by 


exorbitant premiums and uſury, or who 


borrow large ſums, perhaps to the diſtreſs 
of many families, without proſpect of pay- 
ment, in order to ſupport their own extra- 
vagance, cannot be laid hold on as crimi- 
nals. — And yet what can be done in ſuch a 
caſe? To form proper penal laws againſt 
the two latter of theſe characters would be 
exceeding difficult, and the execution of 

them 
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them ſtill more ſo. To repeal thoſe al- 


ready made, and to ſuffer poverty to be 
pleaded in behalf of theft or robbery, would 


immediately expoſe the perſons and property 
of eyery man, to all the horrors of rapine 


and plunder: and you of all people living, 


would dread the enacting of any law for 
ſuperfeding or mitigating the puniſh- 


ment of offenders, as I have frequently” 


heard you ſay, and perhaps very juftly, 
that ſparing ſo many thieves /and | robbers 
from the gallows, is the cauſe of their i in- 
creaſe, We may invent remedies for 
ſuch or ſuch evils, and when we have in- 
vented them, they may turn out worſe than 
the diſeaſes they are meant to cure. Among 
theſe remedies is that of introducing Poly- 
gamy by way of preventing adultery and 
fornication; and it calls to my mind a ſtory 
which the famed Voltaire once told me at 


Geneva, of a French clown, who jumped 


into a river in order to eſcape a ſhower of 
rain. ö 


However, 


However, that the doctrine of Thelyph- 
thora does indeed tend to make women-9f leſs 
ronſeguence than the beaſts , the field; per- 
haps the EP inſtance. will leres to 


evince. | 


we 2m nam for the laſt time toupyinſs@0x 
lygamy eſtabliſhed by law in this kingdom; 
and Iwill alſo ſuppoſe that it has been ſo 
for about five or ſix years. My ſervant 
knocks at my ſtudy door, puts a paper into 
my hand, and tells me that a poor woman 


who is weeping in the paſſage: with three 
young children, begs me to read it over; 1 


find it to be as follows: 


by Tur Homo PETITION oF 


„ © Mary, wite of John Williams, ſhew- 


te eth, that your poor petitioner has been 
% married to the ſaid John Williams, a 
** labouring man, for the ſpace of ten years 
e and. upwards; that he made your petiti- 
oner a good and an induſtrious huſband; 
and maintained his family very decently 
90 n ne four years ago, when he mar- 


«© ried 
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<« ried another woman, by whom he has. 
ce two more children; and after that mar- 
cc ried a third wife, who has at different 
« times beaten your petitioner, as alſo his 
«© ſecond wife, in the moſt barbarous man- 
<< ner, and turned us both out of doors: 
& beſides that the wages, which the ſaid 
ce John Williams earned by his work, were 
« but juſt ſufficient to maintain your poor 
te petitioner and three children when he 
* had no other wife; ſo that if your pe- 
bc titioner had not been turned out of the 
< houſe, ſhe and her young children had 
tc no other proſpe& but that of beggary 
«© and ſtarving, which ſtill your petitioner 
e (by the grace of God) had rather ſubmit 
ce to, than to turn thief or proſtitute to 
« ſupply her wants, which the ſeeond wife 
« of the ſaid John Williams has done. 
e Your petitioner therefore humbly hopes 
be that all good Chriſtians will pity her de- 
« plorable ſituation, and that of her poor 
« deſtitute infants, and your petitioner will 
« as in duty bound fincerely pray. 
Mary WILLIAMS, 
her + mark. 
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N. ow is this caſe at all unlikely to happen 
upon the introduction of Polygamy? Nay, 
is there not all the reaſon in the world to 
ſuppoſe, that if not exactly the ſame, yet 
fimilar caſes of wretchedneſs muſt abound 
in every corner of the land? And ſurely, 
whatever is the cauſe of this abject diſtreſs, 
| muſt be the means of expoſing women and 
children to too much greater hardſhips and 
miſeries than the beaſts of the field are ſub- 
je to. 


* 


ALTHOUGH I have the honor of ſtanding 
in a two-fold capacity among thoſe to whom 
your Treatiſe is dedicated, viz. as a governor 
of the Lock Hoſpital, and as a member of 
the Legiſlature; yet you will readily ſup- 
poſe from the foregoing pages, that I think 
it abſolutely incumbent upon me in each 
of thoſe capacities to expreſs my intire diſap- 
probation of that Treatiſe; Firſt, as being 
totally repugnant to the ſcriptures of truth. 
Secondly, as being pregnant with the moſt 
| pernicious conſequences towards the fate, 
and calculated (however unintentionally by 


you) 
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you) to multiply all that train of evils 
which it would ſpeciouſſy appear to redreſs 
or prevent. I aſſure you, dear Sir, not 
from hearſay evidence, but from certain 
knowledge, that the altercations, diſſenti- 
ons; and prejudices againſt religion, which 
Polygamy in embryo has occaſioned at a 
conſiderable diſtance from the capital, not 
only in two counties which are contiguous 
to me, but in that moſt reſpectable and moſt 
indulgent county which I have the honor 
to repreſent, have run ſo high, that I ſhould 
dread its introduction by law worſe than if 
any member were to move for leave to bring 
in a bill for the eſtabliſhment of the plague. 
And though I hope the real ſenſe I have 
of the deficiency of my own abilities, will 
ever prevent me from giving the houſe 
much trouble by my loquacity, and though 
upon moſt occafions, I ſhall- probably con- 
tent myſelf with giving an honeſt inde- 
pendent aye or no, yet if your ſyſtem were 
ever to become the object of the legiſlature 
(of which however I ſee not the leaſt proſ- 
pect), I am perſuaded I ſhould not be able 
| to 
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to contain myſelf, but ſhould eſteem it 


open teſtimony againſt it in the ſenate, as 
well as from the preſs. 


Though it be a matter of too much no- 
toriety, that the author of Thelyphthora is a 
reigning toaſt among the jovial ſons of plea- 
ſure at their clubs and taverns, yet I ſhould 
not have mentioned this cireumſtance, but 
as it tends to demonſtrate the character and 
ſtamp of thoſe who wiſh well to Polygamy, 
by the eſtabliſhment of which alone, the 
huſband who is fond of variety, or the 
young debauchee who is yet unmarried, can 
hope to get poſſeſſion of the perſons of 
thoſe women who otherwiſe would not. 
conſent to their ſolicitations, and this not 
merely without feeling their conſciences 
checked for the ſin they might otherwiſe 
think themſelves guilty of, but all the while 
congratulating themſelves, that they. are 
diſcharging their duty as faithful ſervants of 
God, and good members of the community. 
Thus Polygamy is made the dernier reſort 
of (otherwiſe deſpairing) lewdneſs, and 

, „ even 


my moſt indiſpenſible duty, to bear an 
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even covers the vileſt debauchery, under 
the ſanctimonious doublet of obedience to 
the divine law, and utility towards the ſtate; 
whilſt thoſe who diſavow the principles and 
practice of Polygamy, are held forth as la- 
boring under the diſeaſe of a ſcrupulous 
conſcience, and as being faſt bound with 


the ſhackles of ignorance, ſuperſtition, and 


prieſtcraft. 


Ir is now time that I ſhould put an end 
to this painful epiſtle, which though cir- 
cumſcribed within a much narrower com- 
paſs, will I believe be found to contain a 
reply to every material argument you have 
made uſe of, at leaſt ſo far as the doctrine 
of Polygamy is concerned. 


It may indeed be objected, that an an- 
ſwer to two octavo volumes, cannot poſſi- 
bly be confined to the limits of a book not 


much larger than a pamphlet, but I am 


under the neceſſity of remarking that your 
whole Treatiſe would not greatly have ex- 
ceeded the bulk of my letter, had it been 
froed from its multiplied repetitions, and 

5 had 
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had you omitted pages without number, 
which anſwer no other end than to bias the 
reader in your favor, but which in truth 
and reality, have juſt the ſame force in 
whatever cauſe they are brought to ſupport. 
J mean your cenſure of thoſe who obſcure 
or adulterate the pure word of God by 


ſuch comments of their own deviſing, as 


error, prejudice, and ſuperſtition, may di- 
rect, adopting ſound for ſenſe, ſetting them- 
ſelyes up to be w:Jer than God, walking in 
the ſteps of Socinus, Mahomet H ], ang Ce- 


IH] As this falſe ME was the grand patron of 
Polygamy, he muſt feel himſelf very apkward at being 
ſo frequently introduced into the company of Mono- 
gamiſts, and would certainly be much more at eaſe 
among thoſe of his own ſentiments on this head. 


The learned Mr. Sale, in his tranſlation of the Ko- 
ran, p. 204, note, mentions that one of the great re- 
proaches caſt on Mahomet by the Jews, ** was on ac- 
count of the great number of his wives. For the 
©«& Jews ſaid, that if he was a true prophet, his care and 
attention would be employed about ſomething elſe than 
«© women and the getting of children. —]t may be ob- 
© ſerved (adds Mr. Sale) that it is a maxim of the 
«© Jews that nothing is more repugnant to prophecy 
10 khan carnality. py 

S232 . rinthus, 
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rinthus, and ſetting Chr and Mz ofes at va- 


riance. 


Now it is certain, that a writer uſually 


makes more converts to his opinion by de- 


clamation of this ſort, than by any other 
method, hecaule it at once raiſes the indig- 
nation of the reader againſt ſuch ſophiſti- 
cators of God's word, whilſt it baniſhes all 
ſuſpicion that the perſon who is expreſſing 
his abhorrence of their practice, is himſelf 
found to adopt it; yet by theſe means an 
eaſy way is made for the introduction of an 
author's ſentiments into the mind which 
is already ſo frrong'y di in s 


favor. 


: Far, yery far be it from me, to affirm 
that you have done any thing of this ſort, 
in order to deceive or miſlead the fincere 


Inquirer after truth. I bear you witneſs, 
| that the honeſty and integrity of your heart 


ſet you quite above the reach of ſuch unfair 
dealing : but an overweening attachment ta 
a favorite notion, has led you to conclude, 
that whatever parts of God's word ſcemed 


. 9 
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to militate againſt that notion, muſt have 
been hitherto miſunderſtood ; and hence I 
am ſorry to ſay, that you have compelled 
ſcripture to ſtoop to your ſyſtem, rather 
than ſuffer your ſyſtem to ſtand or fall by 
the deciſions of ſcripture, 


I know that you have Sean heavily 
of the many letters of remonſtrance which 
were ſent you, before the publication of 
your book, to deſire you to ſuppreſs it. I 
can only fay, it 1s pity you did not attend 
to them; for if it he a received maxim, 
that vox popult is vox Dei, how much more 
vox amicorum, how much more yet, Vox 
Can fliayarum | PF 


1 find by your © pee | that you ſubmit= 
ted the peruſal of your manuſcript to ſome 


learned and pious friends: though I dare 


not lay claim to either of theſe adjectives, 
yet I do lay claim to a very great ſhare in 
the ſubſtantive, and therefore beg to aſſure 


you, that if I had had the honor of being 


ranked among thoſe friends, ſo far from 
Joining them in * approbation, I ſhould 
have 
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have been ready to. have done what Mrs, 
Ainſworth is reported to have done by the 
manuſcript of her huſband's dictionary, juſt 
as it was ready for the preſs, viz. to have 
ö committed it to the flames, for no other 
reaſon, than becauſe the good laborious man 
(who by the bye found one wife quite a 
match for him) had the misfortune to break 
one of her favorite tea-cups : but my con- 
duct would certainly have proceeded from 
2 better motives than that of revenge, 
1 - love to my friend, love to God, 

— . for the intereſts of the goſpel. 


I would with to convince you; but if 1 
cannot do this, be aſſured nothing is fur- 
ther from my thoughts than to offend you; 
and therefore if you have found any thing 
throughout this letter which you may think 
bears rather too hard upon you, let me in- 
treat you not to look upon it as levelled 
againſt you, but what I am fully perſuaded 


are the errors 78 hold. 


With Bear- elt grief, I 44. that ſome 
eminent and faithful miniſters of the goſpel 
bars | 


n 
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have imbibed your ſentiments, and are even 


earneſt in the propagation of them, whilſt 


others are ſecretly won over to them, but 


through fear of domeſtic uneaſineſs, or other 


motives, do not chooſe openly to avow 
them. hf 


| Theſe things I do ſee; but how far the 


evil will yet ſpread, I cannot ſee. I truſt 


however, that the firm conviction I have 


in my own mind, of the great impropriety 


of your having ſent the Treatiſe in queſtion 
abroad into the world, will plead ſufficient 
apology for this public addreſs, , from one 
who has always eſteemed it both an honor 
and happineſs to ſubſcribe himſelf, 
Rev. and dear Sir, 
Your moſt ſincere 
and affectionate friend, 
RICHARD HILL. 


P. 8. Your Treatiſe had been publiſhed 


full half a year before I could perſuade my- 


ſelf to read it, which will account for my 


having been fo long in ſending out my an- 
ſwer to it. 72 | 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


THINK myſelf in a manner obligated 
to publiſh the following Letter, in order 
to convince the reader, that I uſed every 
method in my power to avoid this contro- 
verſy, by trying to prevent my much 
eſteemed Friend from ſending abroad his 
Treutiſe; which I hope will plead my apo- 
logy for any repetition or ſameneſs of argu- 


ment, which may appear both in the letter 
and in the addreſs. 


28 SEGC 


1 n — 2: 


TO: THE 
REV. MARTIN MADAN: 


My very dear friend, 


1 W AS exceedingly concerned to hear 4 
few days ago, from one who has a ſin- 
cere regard for you, that you are going to 
publiſh a book upon the lawfulneſs of Poly- 
gamy. I retnember to have often heard 
you deliver your ſentiments on the ſubject 
to particular friends, but never could have 
imagined that you would have ſent them 
abroad into the world; and now beſeech 
you to conſider well the tendency of ſuch a 
ſtep, before you advance any further. Even 
M Auppoſe 
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ſuppoſe all, and more than all you could 
wiſh to have effected by the publica- 
tion ; ſuppoſe you ſhould convince thouſands 


that they might, without fin, have more 


wives than one; what end will this anſwer ? 
What good will it do you? What glory 
will it bring to God? What advantage will 
it be of to ſociety ? To fay the leaſt, it will 
take up a great deal of your time, which 
might certainly be much better ſpent. It 


can render no ſervice to the cauſe of chriſti- 


anity, unleſs you can alſo prove that every 


additional wife will bring with her an addi- 


tional ſtock of grace. And with regard to 
ſociety, it is likely to bring with it an innu- 


merable train of evils; and the more, as all 
the paſlions, luſts and corruptions of human, 


nature, will be ſo ſtrongly inclined to favor 


your doctrine, that they will unite all their 
force to proſelyte the judgment ; and then 
who ſhall dare to ſplit the difference between 


two wives and two hundred? And if this 


be allowed on the man's fide, you will not 


doubt but there are females amongſt us to 


be found, who will plead for an extenſion 
of 


7 — a. 
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of the privilege to their own ſex. I do not 
ſay this age is worſe than former ones, 
but I fancy you will agree with me, that it 
is not much better, and that we do not live 
in times wherein it is neceſſary to help man- 
kind to a ſanction for taking more wives than 
one, eſpecially when they are well tired of 
the firſt. 


I ſhould do you the higheſt injuſtice as a 
man of ſenſe, and as a chriſtian, to ſuppoſe 
you had not fome good and uſeful defign in 
view by this intended publication: Yet 
what that deſign may be, I cannot at all 
conceive : But 1 evidently difcern the moſt 
dreadful and pernicious conſequences, if you 
ſhould make many or any converts to your 
opinion; and if you do not make converts, 
cui bono ſcribere? It is all loſt labour and 
waſte paper. In the church of God, many 
may be ſtaggered and puzzled, many ail, be 
aſhamed and grieved ; and lifeleſs profeſſors 
will be gazing about at the Zocke and 
Tottenham for ſome new object of delight, 
that when they have loſt every other mark 

M 2 of 
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ef ſaintſhip, they may at leaſt follow the 
examples of ſome Old Teſtament ſaints, in 
having plenty of wives and concubines. 
And now Iam upon this point, I remember 
that my dear friend's grand argument in 
ſupport of his doctrine was that when the 
ſcripture mentions the polygamy of the 
Patriarchs, they are never cenſured on this 
account. But does this prove that what 
they did was no ſpot in their characters, or 
that it was agreeable to the mind and will of 
God? This, 1 think, would be a dange- 
rous poſition, and might be equally urged as 
a plea for Noah's drunkenneſs, or Lot's 
drunkenneſs and inceſt together ; none of 
which fins are particularly reprehended in 
the perſons of whom they are recorded. I 
would wave diſputes. how far the Jewiſh 
worthies (though faved by faith in the ſame 
Redeemer) fell ſhort of the privileges of 
thoſe who live under the clearer light of the 
goſpel; but certainly you will allow there 
was a difference between them; the former 
ſaw through a glaſs darkly, the times of refor- 
mation were not fully come: And as in the 

'2 1 matter 
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matter of putting away their avec, God 
bore with them, becauſe of the hardneſs of 
their hearts, ſo how far he might do fo in 
their taking a plurality of wives, is, per- 
haps, not for us to determine ; but certainly 
from the beginning it was not ſo, Adam had 
only his Eve, though from her the whole 
earth was to be peopled. 
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Till, Herefors; it can be proved that 
Polygamy is allowed by the goſpel of Chriſt, 
the example of believers under the legal diſ- 
penſation, will not ſufficiently authorize the 
practice of it; and ſo far from being allowed, 
it appears to me to be moſt clearly forbidden; 
for if our blefſed Lord condemns the repu- 
diating one wife and taking another, except 

for the cauſe of fornication, it is the ſame 
thing, as if he had ſaid in expreſs words, 
that a man ſhould have only one wife at a 
time. And when St. Paul ſays, To 
« avoid fornication, let every man have his 
« own wife, and every woman her own 
* huſband,” the certain concluſion to be 

dran from the injunction is, that every man 
M 3 wha 
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who takes any other woman, doth not avoid 
fornication, any more than the woman who | 
takes any other man does. And indeed the 
whole 7th chapter of the firſt Epiſtle to the 
Corinthians, is founded on the ſuppoſition 
{as a matter taken. for granted by the whole 
chriſtian church) that the huſband has or can 
have but one wife, any more than the wife 
can have but one huſband. Do, my dear 
Sir, read and pray over the whole chapter, 
and ſurely conviction muſt accompany the 
word. | | — 


„ ü further remark, that the fo. 

which the Apoſtle draws between the mar- 
riage bond and the union which ſubſiſts 
between Chriſt and his fpouſe, or his body, 
-the church, would be a very unjuſt one, and 
would fail in almoſt every inſtance, if be- 
lievers might have more wives than one at a 
time; and inſtead of ſaying that ** they rao 
(the huſband and wife) ſhall be one fleſh, 
he ought to have left the matter more at 


large, and ſhould have ſaid, ** they three, or 


they four, ſhall be one fleſh,” which carries 
| | JT an 
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an abſurdity and contradiction in the very 
mention. Neither could he with any pro- 
priety have exhorted © every man to love 
„ his wife even as himſelf,” as that would 
be confining that affection to one alone, 
which each wife had an equal right to ſhare 
in; but as he ſpeaks in the fingular, and not 
in the plural number, this proves to demon- 
tration, that a plurality of wives was never 
thought of, much leſs allowed Mg this choſen 
veſſel. 1— 


But not to multiply ſcriptures, (though 


many more might be produced) conſider the 
judgment and practice of the whole Catholie 
church from the very beginning. Can any 
one example be produced of the toleration of 


Polygamy ? On the contrary, have not almoſt . 


all chriſtian nations, our own 1n particular, 
puniſhed it with death, as an heinous offence 


againit the laws of God, and the welfare of 


en ? 


But I will go one ſtep further with regard 
to the Old Teſtament faints; I will even 
ſuppoſe 
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ſuppoſe that God allowed them a plurality 
of wives; ſtill this will not prove the point 
that Polygamy is lawful to Chriſtians; for the 
_ only ſtandard of right and wrong is the com- 
mand and will of God ; and when God wills 
or commands a thing to be done, then the 
doing of it ceaſes to be ſinful, though ab- 
{tracted from that command, it might be a 
Notorious act of wickedneſs. Thus it was 
no fin in Samuel to hew the king of the 
Amalekites in pieces; though if God had nat 
willed and commanded it, Samuel had been 
guilty of a very abominable murder. So to 
marry the brother's wife, was forbidden by 
the Levitical law, as an inceſtuous com- 
merce ; yet when the brother died without 
iſſue, it was actually enjoined the next 
brother to marry the widow, and to raiſe up 
ſeed unto his brother; and it he did not do 
ſo, he incurred the heavy diſpleaſure of God, 
as in the caſe of Onan. All I argue from 
theſe inſtances, is, that God, as ſovereign 
of all men, has full right to permit or order 
that at one time, or upon one occaſion, 
which he has an * right to forbid at 
| others; 
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others; and therefore that he might ſuffer 
that to be done for his own wiſe purpoſes by 


Abraham, David, &c. under the Jewiſh 


economy, that made nothing perfect, which 
now he has the ſame right to prohibit to be- 
lievers under the meridian of the goſpel. 


But now ſuppoſe all theſe arguments (and 
I might produce many more) haye no weight 
with you; ſtill let me return to my former 
queſtion, What good is your book likely to 


do? If it be not againſt the expreſs laws of 


God, I am ſure it is againſt the expreſs laws 
of the land; and ſubjection to the powers 
that are, has always been your avowed 
principle. Why, then, would you deviate 
from it in the preſent inſtance, when in pro- 
portion to your known character as a mini- 
ſter of Chriſt, and to your abilities as a 
lawyer and caſuiſt, your book is likely to 
create confuſion in the ſtate, as well as in 
private families? Can you pray for God's 
bleſſing on your undertaking? Will the 
completion of it bring you any comfort on 


your death bed ? * think you, will be 
benefited 


| 
| 
| 
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benefited by it? Will the community, will 
individuals be the better for it? Probably 
the officers of Doctor's Commons may get 
more griſt to their mill by the additional 
number of divorces it may occaſion; (though 
by the bye, theſe gentlemen have tolerable 
reaſon to be ſatisfied in this reſpect) and pro- 
bably the author of the trials for adultery, 
will ſoon extend his _ ne from five 
volumes to e 


15 J find l am extending my letter to a 
tireſome length. Bear with me, my dear 
friend, and forgive me this wrong; and if 
you {till think I have been deficient in argu= 
ments, ſuffer me to ſupply the want of them 
by intreaties. I beſeech you, therefore, by 
the mercies of God in Chriſt Jeſus, that you 
will not ſend out under the ſanction of your 
very reſpectable name, a book of ſuch Aa 
dangerous tendency; and if you have any 
love for your chriſtian friends, (which of all 
others, I have no reaſon to doubt) any 
concern for the glory of God, the peace of 
bis enufch, your own reputation, and the 

good 
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good of mankind, that you will not publiſh 
the Treatiſe in queſtion: Or, if this be 
already done, that you will forbid the fur- 
ther ſale of it, and thereby remedy Fe 
miſchief as mucha as poſlible, | 


But after all I Fs I am combating a a 
man of ſtraw; and that you have no ſuch 
deſign in view, as I have been informed of; 
to be affured of which, from your own pen, 

will afford a real ſatisfaction to, | 


* 
wa 


| My dear Friend, 


Your's moſt ſincerely and affeQionately, | 


RICHARD HELL. 
28 SEG 
Howkftone, Feb, 2, 1780. 
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v 0 . 
TO THE 
E. R. 


T 1s poflible ſome perſons may have the 
- curiofity to examine The Bleſſings of 


Pelygamy, who yet give themſelves little or 
no trouble about e bleſſings of eternity. To 
ſuch I beg leave to put a very intereſting 
queſtion, and yet, I muſt own, a moſt un- 
faſhionable, a moſt unpolite, and, in gene- 
ral, a moſt unwelcome queſtion. It is this. 
Have you ever ſeriouſly thought of death? 
Nay, ſtartle not, for it is by no means 
foreign to the purpoſe; So far from it, that 
every 
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every word I have been writing, and every 
word you have been reading, has a view to 
this one queſtion only. Why have I been 
proving the abſolute unlawfulneſs of Poly- 


amy? Not to gratify curioſity; not to 
gamy SIatiy 


ſettle a point of no importance; but becauſe 
I am fully purſuaded that the practice of it: 
is highly offenſive to God, and dangerous to 
the ſouls of men. For the very ſame reaſon, 

therefore, that I would write a diſſuaſive 
from Polygamy, I would write a diſſuaſive 
from every other fin; and for the fame 
reaſon why I would wiſh to avoid every fin, 
I would wiſh to meet death with confidence; 
and this certainly cannot be done, without 
I ſeriouſly and frequently bring the hour of 
death to view. Surely, then, this is 
fufficient. reaſon for reſuming the queſtion. 
Have you ever ſeriouſly thought of death? 
If you have not, I think you will hardly 
deny that you are wholly unfit to launch 
into eternity. If you have ſeriouſly thought 
on death, then remember that as She fting of 
death is fin, ſo the ſtrength of fin is the lat; 

1 Cor. xv. 56. and that before this law 
= - . 
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there is none righteous, no not one 3 foras- 
much as all have ſinned, and come ſhort of the 
glory of God: So that every door of hope by 
man's own imperfect obedience, being abſo- 
lutely ſhut up, there is no other way of re- 
covering the Divine favor, but through the 
redemption that is in Feſus Chriſt, Rom. Ll. 
10. 19, 20, &c. &c. | 


For may try to ſtifle the convictions of 
your own mind, by the ſoothing opium of 
_ pleaſure, or by hiding yourſelf in the wild 
thickets of infidelity, ſtill conſcience will at 
times find you out, and tell you, with an 
unwelcome voice, that though you are the 
creature of a day, you have nevertheleſs an 
immortal part within you, which can never 
never die, and that you muſt very ſoon appear 
before the aweful tribunal of an holy God, 
where all the actions of your life, and even 
the moſt ſecret thoughts of your heart, will 
be laid open before an aſſembled world. 


LET me intreat you ſeriouſly to conſider 
theſe things. Believe me, I ſhould be ſin- 
8 cerely 


e 
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cerely grieved to leave no other impreſſion on * 
your mind than a jingle of Polygamy, Bigamy 

and Monogamy; and therefore that the fore- 

going Addreſs may anſwer Ame falutary end, 

I hope you will not think I impoſe a hard 

taſk on you, in requeſting you to return to 

your chamber, and there t commune with 

your own heart, if it be but for one quarter of 

an hour; and with a pious ejaculation to 

him who ſceth in ſecret, beg that you may 

know the real ſtate of your ſoul, if (like that 

of the rich preſumptuous fool in the goſpel) * 

it ſhould 7475 night be required of you. + 
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